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PROJECT#: 143272 PERMIT#: 7711A STATUS: PENDING = DISP CODE: .
| RECEIVED: 12/19/2008 PROJTYPE: AMEND AUTHTYPE: CONSTRUCT ISSUED DT: 03 20 /20/ 0
> RENEWAL: 10/21/2014 / rs
— PROJECT ADMIN NAME: ASPHALT ROOFING PRODUCTION FACILITY f/(}
PROJECT TECH NAME: ASPHALT ROOFING PRODUCTION FACILITY
Assigned Team: MECH/CONST TEAM
,j STAFF ASSIGNED TO PROJECT:
! HUNSBERGER , JOANNA - REVIEWER2 - AP INITIAL REVIEW
! OYLER, TONI - REVIEWER1 - AP INITIAL REVIEW
GALVAN , JAVIER - REVIEWENG - MECH/CONST TEAM
! CUSTOMER INFORMATION (OWNER/OPERATOR DATA)
‘ ISSUED TO: BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA
1 COMPANY NAME: Building Materials Corporation of America
CUSTOMER REFERENCE NUMBER: CN602717464
REGULATED ENTITY/SITE INFORMATION
REGULATED ENTITY NUMBER: RN100788959 ACCOUNT: DB0378S R E C El \% = >
PERMIT NAME: GAF MATERIALS OCT 13 2010
REGULATED ENTITY LOCATION: 2600 SINGLETON BLVD CENTRA]LCFEIEEHQQM

REGION 04 - DFW METROPLEX NEAR CITY: DALLAS COUNTY: DALLAS

CONTACT DATA

CONTACT NAME: MR DOUG HARRIS CONTACT ROLE: RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL
JOB TITLE: ENGINEERING MANAGER ORGANIZATION: BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA

MAILING ADDRESS: 2600 SINGLETON BLVD , DALLAS, TX, 75212-3738
PHONE: (214) 637-8909 Ext: 0

PROJECT NOTES:
01/14/2009  DFC 1/14/2009
01/14/2009 SR DOC #372667
01/14/2009  PN1 DOC #372990

08/16/2010 CONTESTED CASE HEARING REQUEST DENIED. PROJECT/PERMIT REMANDED TO ED FOR
SIGNATURE. .

PERMIT NOTES:
12/09/2009 INCORPORATE STANDARD PERMIT NO. 91414 AT NEXT AMEND. OR RENEWAL
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FEE:
Reference  Fee Receipt Number Amount Fee Receipt Date Fee Payment Type
484677 R911983 900.00 12/29/2008 CHECK
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Publuc Hearing Req Number- . PubliI: Meeting Req Number Comment Count - Alternative Languages
1.« . : o. .- . 1 . SPANISH
TRACKING ELEMENTS: . , <
TE Name - = Start Date Complete Date
APIRT RECEIVED PROJECT (DATE) ‘ 12/19/2008
ADMIN D_EFICIENCY CYCLE 01/09/2009  01/13/2009
SITE REVIEW RFC SENT TO REGION (DATE) 01/09/2009
PUBLIC NOTICE DRAFT SENT TO COMPANY (DATE) 01/13/2009
APIRT TRANSFERRED PROJECT TO TECHNICAL STAFF (DATE) 01/14/2009
COMPANY APPROVED DRAFT PUBLIC NOTICE (DATE) 01/14/2009
LEGISLATORS NOTIFIED OF APPLICATION RECEIVED (DATE) 01/14/2009
PROJECT DECLARED ADMIN COMPLETE (DATE) 01/14/2009
RECEIVED REGION RESPONSE TO SJTE REVIEW RFC (DATE) 01/22/2009
PUBLIC NOTICE COMMENT PERIOD (NSR 1ST NOTICE) 02/05/2009  03/07/2009
PUBLIC HEARING REQUESTED (DATE) 02/13/2009
EMISSIONS MODELING CYCLE DONE BY APPLICANT . 04/29/2009  05/06/2009
COMPLIANCE, HISTORY REVIEW COMPLETED (DATE) 05/20/2009
DRAFT PERMIT RFC SENT TO REGION (DATE) 95/20/2009
WORKING DRAFT PERMIT REVIEW CYCLE 05/20/2009  01/08/2010
APPLICANT-RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT (DATE) 06/18/2009
APPLICANT RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT (DATE) 07/17/2009
DEFICIENCY CYCLE- . - . . . 07/17/2009  08/12/2009
APPLICANT RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT (DATE) 08/03/2009
APPLICANT RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT (DATE) 09/02/2009
MEETING WITH INDUSTRY AND TCEQ STAFF (DATE) 10/21/2009
APPLICANT RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT (DATE) 11/25/2009
APPLICANT RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT (DATE) 12/11/2009
APPLICANT RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT (DATE) 12/23/2009
.. DRAFT PERMIT RFC SENT TO REGION (DATE) 01/20/2010
2ND PUBLIC NOTICE FINALIZED AND SENT (DATE) 02/08/2010
.. RECEIVED REGION RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT RFC (DATE) -.02/09/2010
PHONE CONFERENCE (DATE) 03/01/2010
PUBLIC NOTICE COMMENT PERIOD (TITLE V OR NSR #2) 03/11/2010  04/10/2010
RTC DRAFT PERIOD | . . 04/11/2010  06/10/2010
RTC TO LEGAL (DATE) ' 05/14/2010
WPO FINAL PACKAGE CYCLE 07/28/2010  08/02/2010
FINAL PACKAGE TO TEAM LEADER OR SUPERVISOR FOR REVIEW (DATE)  08/10/2010
POSTED TO EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S AGENDA (DATE) 08/10/2010
FINAL PACKAGE REWORK CYCLE 08/11/2010  08/20/2010
FINAL PACKAGE TO SECTION MANAGER FOR REVIEW (DATE) 08/11/2010
RTC FILED WITH OCC (DATE) 08/12/2010 B
PUBLIC HEARING DENIED (DATE) 08/16/2010
PUBLIC HEARING HELD (DATE) 08/16/2010
Permit Unit Type:
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Attributes Value V

CAPACITY 171

CAPUNITS  TPH

MACT AAAAAAA
NSPS DC & UU
PERMIT VOIDS:

Permit Void Reason _
81652 CONSOLIDATION

http://prs.tceq.state.tx.us/ida/index.cfm?fuseaction=nsrproject.project_report&proj_id=143... 8/20/2010



(

Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Ckairmc:.-)
Buddy Garcia, Commissioner
Carlos Rubinstein, Commissioner

Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

| August 20, 2010
MR DAVID FUELLERMAN
PLANT MANAGER
BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Permit Amendment Application
Permit Number: 7711A
Asphalt Roofing Production Facility
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN602717464
Account Number: DB-0378-S

Dear Mr. Fuellerman:

This is in response to your letter received December 19, 2008 and your Form PI-1 (General
Application for Air Preconstruction Permits and Amendments) concerning the proposed
amendment to Permit Number 7711A. We understand that you propose to update emissions,
authorized under your permit, as a result of recent stack testing on various emissions units
located at the site. We further understand that you wish to correct permit representations for
units that no longer exist, and you also wish to consolidate by incorporation into this permit
Standard Permit Registration Number 81652, which will be voided upon approval of this permit
amendment.

As indicated in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 116.116(b) and § 116.160 [30 TAC
§116.116(b) and § 116.160], and based on our review, Permit Number 7711A is hereby
amended. This information will be incorporated into the existing permit file. Enclosed are
revised special conditions pages and a maximum allowable emission rates table to replace those
currently attached to your permit. We appreciate your careful review of the special conditions of
the permit and assuring that all requirements are consistently met.

No planned maintenance, startup, and shutdown emissions have been reviewed or represented in
this application, and none are authorized by this permit.

As of July 1, 2008, all analytical data generated by a mobile or stationary laboratory in support
of compliance with air permits must be obtained from a NELAC (National Environmental
Laboratory Accreditation Conference) accredited laboratory under the Texas Laboratory

P.O. BoX 13087 + Austin, Texas 78711-3087 + 512-239-1000 *+ www.tceq.state.tx.us
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Re: Permit Number 7711A

Accreditation Program or meet one of several exemptions. Specific information concerning
which laboratories must be accredited and which are exempt may be found in 30 TAC § 25.4 and

§ 25.6.

For additional information regarding the laboratory accreditation program and a list of accredited
laboratories and their fields of accreditation, please see the following Web site:

http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/compliance/compliance_support/qa/env_lab_accreditation.html

For questions regarding the accreditation program, you may contact the Texas Laboratory
Accreditation Program at (512) 239-3754 or by e-mail at labprgms@tceq.state.tx.us.

You may file a motion to overturn with the Chief Clerk. A motion to overturn is a request for
the commission to review the executive director’s decision. Any motion must explain why the
commission should review the executive director’s decision. According to 30 TAC § 50.139, an
action by the executive director is not affected by a motion to overturn filed under this section
unless expressly ordered by the commission.

A motion to overturn must be received by the Chief Clerk within 23 days after the date of this
letter. An original and 11 copies of a motion must be filed with the Chief Clerk in person, or by
mail to the Chief Clerk’s address on the attached mailing list. On the same day the motion is
transmitted to the Chief Clerk, please provide copies to the applicant, the executive director’s
attorney, and the Public Interest Counsel at the addresses listed on the attached mailing list. If a
motion to overturn is not acted on by the commission within 45 days after the date of this letter,
then the motion shall be deemed overruled.

You may also request judicial review of the executive director’s approval. According to Texas
Health and Safety Code § 382.032, a person affected by the executive director’s approval must
file a petition appealing the executive director’s approval in Travis County district court within
30 days after the effective date of the approval. Even if you request judicial review, you still
must exhaust your administrative remedies, which includes filing a motion to overturn in
accordance with the previous paragraphs.

Your cooperation in this matter is appreciated. If you need further information or have any
questions, please contact Mr. Javier Galvan, P.E., at (512) 239-1319 or write to the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Office of Permitting and Registration, Air Permits
Division, MC-163, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087.




Mr. David Fuellerman
Page 3
August 20, 2010

Re: Permit Number 7711A

This action is taken under authority delegated by the Executive Director of the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality.

Sincerely,

L

Steve Hagle, P.E., Director

Air Permits Division

Office of Permitting and Registration

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

SH/JIG/aw
Enclosures

cc: Latha Kambham, Ph.D., Consultant, Trinity Consultants, Dallas
Ms. Christine M. Otto Chambers, Consultant, Trinity Consultants, Dallas
Section Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Environmental and Health
Services, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Fort Worth

Project Number: 143272



SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Permit Number 7711 A

EMISSION LIMITATIONS

1.

This permit covers only those sources of emissions listed in the attached table entitled

“Emission Sources - Maximum Allowable Emission Rates,” and those sources are limited

‘to the emission limits and other conditions specified in the attached table. (8/10)

FUEL SPECIFICATIONS

2.

Fuel for the facilities shall be pipeline-quality, sweet natural gas. Use of any other fuel
shall require prior written approval of the Executive Director of the Texas Commission
on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). (8/10)

Upon request by the Executive Director of the TCEQ, the TCEQ Regional Director, or any
local air pollution control program having jurisdiction, the holder of this permit shall
provide a sample and/or an analysis of the fuel utilized in these facilities or shall allow air
pollution control program representatives to obtain a sample for analysis. (8/10)

FEDERAL APPLICABILITY

4.

These facilities shall comply with all applicable requirements of the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) regulations on Standards of Performance for New
Stationary Sources in Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (40 CFR) Part 60 promulgated
for Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacture in Subpart UU, for Small
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units in Subpart Dc, and with the
General Provisions set forth in Subpart A. (8/10)

These facilities shall comply with all applicable requirements of the EPA regulations on
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Area Sources in 40 CFR
Part 63 promulgated for Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacture, Subparts A
and AAAAAAA. (8/10)

OPACITY/VISIBLE EMISSION LIMITATIONS

6.

In accordance with the EPA Test Method (TM) 9 or equivalent, and except for those
periods described in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) §§ 101.201
and 101.211, opacity of emissions from the Coalescing Filter Mist Systems (Emission
Point No. [EPN] CFL/34), the Electrostatic Precipitator (EPN CFL/34) when used as a
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back-up control device for the filter mist systems, all dust collector stacks, all process
heater vents, and building vents shall not exceed 5 percent averaged over a six-minute
period. (8/10)

7. In accordance with the U.S. EPA TM 9 or equivalent, and except for those periods
described in 30 TAC §§ 101.201 and 101.211, opacity of emissions from any asphalt
storage tank exhaust gases discharged into the atmosphere shall not exceed 0 percent
averaged over a six-minute period, except for one consecutive 15-minute period in any
24-hour period when the transfer lines are being blown for clearing. The control device
shall not be bypassed during this 15-minute period. Opacity of emissions from any
blowing still shall not exceed 0 percent averaged over a six-minute period. Opacity of
emissions from any storage silo and mineral handling facility shall not exceed 1 percent
averaged over a six-minute period. (8/10)

8. No visible emissions from the asphalt processing and asphalt roofing
manufacturing operations and facilities, roads, or travel areas shall leave the property.
Visible emissions shall be determined by a standard of no visible emissions exceeding
30 seconds in duration in any six-minute period as determined using the U.S. EPA TM 22
or equivalent. If this condition is violated, additional controls or process changes may be
required to limit visible particulate matter (PM) emissions. Stack emissions may leave the
plant property provided that opacity restrictions are not violated. (8/10)

OPERATIONAL LIMITATIONS, WORK PRACTICES, AND PLANT DESIGN

9. The company has represented the following to comply with all TCEQ rules and
regulations:

A. The permitted emission limits for all emission point numbers (EPN), with the
exception of the Standby Boiler (EPN BLR 5), are based on 8,760 annual hours of
operation. Operation of the Standby Boiler shall be limited to 480 hours per year.
(8/10)

B. All filler and backing material shall be received and transferred within the building
with no visible emissions leaving the building. (8/10)

C. The emissions from Stillyard Asphalt Storage Tank Nos. T-1, T-2, T-8, T-9, T-10,
T-14, T-15, T-110, and T-120; from Blowing Stills T-13 and T-26; from truck and
railcar loading and unloading operations; and from the self-seal asphalt storage tank
shall be vented to the direct-flame incinerator. (8/10)
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10.

11

12.

D. Upon issuance of the amended permit, the direct-flame incinerator shall be operated
at an average incineration temperature of 1450°F measured immediately downstream
of the incinerator, based on a one-hour averaging period, during normal operations.
Normal operations are herein defined as any time period when asphalt blowing is
occurring, and emissions from the blowing are vented to the direct-flame incinerator.
The direct-flame incinerator shall be operated at a minimum incineration temperature
of 1300°F during Standby Operating Conditions to assure compliance with the
maximum allowable emission rates table (MAERT) limits for volatile organic
compounds (VOC) from EPN 8/8A. Standby operating conditions are herein defined
as when no process blowers are in operation on any blowing still venting to the
direct-flame incinerator. (8/10)

E.  After issuance of the amended permit, the permit holder is allowed to conduct stack
sampling of the direct-flame incinerator during normal operations at an average
temperature lower than 1450°F to demonstrate compliance with the MAERT limits
for VOC from EPN 8/8A. Upon demonstration of compliance with the MAERT
limits for VOC, the permit holder shall submit a permit action to modify the
temperature requirement of the direct-flame incinerator during Normal Operations.
(8/10)

F. The maximum allowable asphalt throughput rates are 32,063 pounds per hour for
Line 1 and 53,438 pounds per hour for Line 3. (8/10)

G. The maximum allowable production rates for both Line 1 and Line 3, combined, are
171 tons per hour and 1,498,000 tons per year of finished shingles. (8/10)

An opacity violation or an odor nuisance condition, as confirmed by the TCEQ or any
local air pollution control program with jurisdiction, may be cause for additional controls.
If the nuisance condition persists, subsequent stack sampling may also be required.

All in-plant roads and areas subject to road vehicle traffic shall be paved with a cohesive
hard surface and cleaned, as necessary, to maintain compliance with the TCEQ rules and
regulations. Unpaved work areas shall be sprayed with water and/or environmentally
sensitive chemicals upon detection of visible PM emissions to maintain compliance with all
TCEQ rules and regulations.

All stacks associated with the Line 1 Cooling Section (EPN COOL1) shall be no less than
64 feet measured from ground level. All stacks associated with the Line 3 Cooling Section
(EPN COOLS3) shall be no less than 73 feet measured from ground level. (8/10)
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13.

There shall be no changes in representations unless the permit is altered or amended.
(8/10)

CONTINUOUS DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE

14.

15.

16.

17.

Upon being informed by the TCEQ Executive Director that the staff has documented
visible emissions that exceed the specified opacity limits, the holder of this permit may be
required to conduct stack sampling analyses or other tests to prove satisfactory abatement
or process equipment performance and demonstrate compliance with the PM and VOC
allowable emissions specified in the MAERT. Sampling must be conducted in accordance
with appropriate procedures of the TCEQ Sampling Procedures Manual and in accordance
with applicable EPA CFR procedures. Any deviations from those procedures must be
approved by the TCEQ Executive Director prior to sampling. (8/10)

The TCEQ Executive Director may require the permit holder to perform stack sampling or
ambient air monitoring to determine the opacity, rate, composition, and/or concentration of
the plant’s emissions. The holder of this permit may request the TCEQ Executive Director
to approve alternate sampling techniques or other means to determine the opacity, rates,
composition, and/or concentration of emissions in accordance with 30 TAC § 101.8. (8/10)

All stack sampling shall be conducted within 60 days of being informed that testing is
required, and it shall meet all requirements specified in the Sampling Requirements section
of this permit’s special conditions. (8/10)

For any asphalt storage tank and storage silo and mineral handling facility, visible
emissions observations shall be made and recorded once per week. Note that to properly
determine the presence of visible emissions, all sources must be in clear view of the
observer. The observer shall be at least 15 feet, but not more than 0.25 mile, away from the
emission source during the observation. The observer shall select a position where the sun
is not directly in the observer’s eyes. If the observations cannot be conducted due to
weather conditions, the date, time, and specific weather conditions shall be recorded.
When condensed water vapor is present within the plume, as it emerges from the emissions
outlet, observations must be made beyond the point in the plume at which condensed water
vapor is no longer visible. When water vapor within the plume condenses and becomes
visible at a distance from the emissions outlet, the observation shall be evaluated at the
outlet prior to condensation of water vapor. If visible emissions are observed, the permit
holder shall report a deviation. As an alternative, the permit holder may determine the
opacity consistent with Test Method 9, as soon as practicable, but no later than 24 hours
after observing visible emissions. If the result of the Test Method 9 is opacity above the
corresponding opacity limit, the permit holder shall report a deviation. (8/10)
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18.

19.

For any blowing still, visible emissions observations shall be made and recorded once per
week. Note that to properly determine the presence of visible emissions, all sources must
be in clear view of the observer. The observer shall be at least 15 feet, but not more than
0.25 mile, away from the emission source during the observation. The observer shall select
a position where the sun is not directly in the observer’s eyes. If the observations cannot be
conducted due to weather conditions, the date, time, and specific weather conditions shall
be recorded. When condensed water vapor is present within the plume, as it emerges from
the emissions outlet, observations must be made beyond the point in the plume at which
condensed water vapor is no longer visible. When water vapor within the plume condenses
and becomes visible at a distance from the emissions outlet, the observation shall be
evaluated at the outlet prior to condensation of water vapor. If visible emissions are
observed, the permit holder shall report a deviation. As an alternative, the permit holder
may determine the opacity consistent with Test Method 9, as soon as practicable, but no
later than 24 hours after observing visible emissions. If a Test Method 9 is performed, the
opacity limit is the corresponding opacity limit associated with the particulate matter
standard in the underlying requirement. If there is no corresponding opacity limit in the
underlying applicable requirement, the maximum opacity will be established using the
most recent performance test. If the result of the Test Method 9 is opacity above the
corresponding opacity limit (associated with the particulate matter standard in the
underlying applicable requirement or as identified as a result of a previous performance test
to establish the maximum opacity limit), the permit holder shall report a deviation. (8/10)

The temperature in the combustion chamber or immediately downstream of the combustion
chamber of the direct-flame incinerator shall be measured and recorded four times per hour
with an averaging period of one hour. The permit holder shall establish a minimum
combustion temperature using the most recent performance test, manufacturer’s
recommendations, engineering calculations, and/or historical data. The monitoring
instrumentation shall be maintained, calibrated, and operated in accordance with
manufacturer's specifications or other written procedures. Any monitoring data below the
minimum limit shall be considered and reported as a deviation. (8/10)

SAMPLING REQUIREMENTS

20.

The holder of this permit is responsible for providing sampling and testing facilities and
conducting the sampling and testing operations at his expense. Sampling ports and

platforms shall be installed on the exhaust stack according to the specifications set forth in

the attachment entitled “Chapter 2, Stack Sampling Facilities” prior to stack sampling.
Alternate sampling facility designs may be submitted for approval by the
TCEQ Executive Director.
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

The plant shall operate at the maximum shingle production and raw material throughput
rates and operating parameters, represented in the confidential file, during stack emissions
testing being conducted for continuing compliance demonstrations. If the plant is unable to
operate at the maximum rates during compliance testing, then the production/throughput
rates or other parameters may be limited to the rates established during testing. If stack
testing was not accomplished at the maximum production/throughput rates, then such
testing may be required prior to actual operations at the maximum rates. (8/10)

A pretest meeting concerning any required stack sampling and/or ambient air monitoring
shall be held with personnel from the appropriate TCEQ Regional Office before the
required tests are performed. Air contaminants to be tested for and the test methods to be
used shall be determined at this pretest meeting.

The TCEQ Regional Office shall be notified no less than 45 days prior to sampling to
schedule a pretest meeting. The notice to the TCEQ Regional Office shall include:

Date for pretest meeting;

Date sampling will occur;

Name of firm conducting sampling;

Type of sampling equipment to be used; and
Method or procedure to be used in sampling.

Mo 0w

The purpose of the pretest meeting is to review the necessary sampling and testing
procedures, to provide the proper data forms for recording pertinent data, and to review the
format procedures for submitting the test results.

Air contaminants to be tested for may include (but are not limited to) PM, CO, SO,, NOy,
and VOC.

A written proposed description of any deviation from sampling procedures specified in
permit conditions or TCEQ or EPA sampling procedures shall be made available to the
TCEQ prior to the pretest meeting. The TCEQ Regional Office shall approve or
disapprove of any deviation from specified sampling procedures.

The sampling report shall include the following: (8/10)

A. Plant production and throughput rates during tests; and
B. Direct-flame incinerator operating temperature during tests.
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26.

27.

Copies of the final sampling report shall be submitted within 30 days after sampling is
completed. Sampling reports shall comply with the provisions of Chapter 14 of the
TCEQ Sampling Procedures Manual. The reports shall be distributed as follows: (8/10)

One copy to the TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office; and
One copy to each appropriate local air pollution control program.

Requests to waive testing for any pollutant specified in the above special conditions
shall be submitted to the TCEQ Office of Permitting and Registration, Air Permits

Division.

RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENTS

28.

In addition to the recordkeeping requirements specified in General Condition No. 7,
40 CFR Part 60, Subparts A, Dc, and UU, and 40 CFR Part 63, Subparts A
and AAAAAAA, the following records shall be kept and maintained on-site for a rolling
60-month period: (8/10)

A. Records of the exhaust gas temperature immediately downstream of the direct-flame
incinerator to demonstrate compliance with 30 TAC § 115.126(1)(A)(i). These
records shall be maintained on-site for at least five years;

B. Records of either VOC concentration or mass emission rate of each vent gas stream
for the Line 1 and Line 3 Cooling Sections at maximum actual operating conditions
to demonstrate compliance with 30 TAC § 115.126(4). These records shall be
maintained on-site for at least five years;

C. Hourly asphalt throughput rates for Line 1 and for Line 3;
D. Combined Line 1 and Line 3 hourly and annual production rates of finished shingles;
E.  Hours of operation for the Standby Boiler;

F.  Records of asphalt stored and used, that have the potential to emit Hazardous Air
Pollutants [HAP], shall be kept in sufficient detail in order to allow all required
emission rates to be fully and accurately calculated. Using this recorded data, a
report shall be produced for the emission of HAPs (in tons per year) over the previous
12 consecutive months; '

G. Records of repairs and maintenance of all pollution abatement equipment;
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H. Records of road cleaning, application of road dust control, or road maintenance for
dust control; and

I.  All monitoring data and support information as specified in 30 TAC § 122.144,

Dated: August 20, 2010
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES
Permit Number 7711A
This table lists the maximum allowable emission rates and all sources of air contaminants on the applicant’s
property covered by this permit. The emission rates shown are those derived from information submitted as

part of the application for permit and are the maximum rates allowed for these facilities. Any proposed increase
in emission rates may require an application for a modification of the facilities covered by this permit.

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY.
STILLYARD OPERATION
HTR3 T-1 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NOy 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PM,o 0.01 0.02
CO 0.04 0.18
VOC 0.01 0.01
HTR4 T-2 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NOy 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PM;o 0.01 0.02
CO 0.04 0.18
vOC 0.01 0.01
HTRS Asphalt Heater for T-14 and T-15 NOy 0.10 0.43
Coating Asphalt Storage Tank SO, 0.01 0.01
and Coating Asphalt Loop Feed PM; 0.01 0.03
Tank CO 0.08 0.36
vVOC 0.01 0.02
BLRS Standby Boiler Vent NOx 3.73 0.90
SO, 0.02 <0.01
PMio 0.28 0.07
CO 3.13 0.75
vVOC 0.20 0.05
8/8A Direct-flame Incinerator Exhaust NO, 1.90 8.31
Stack/Incinerator Exhaust through SO, 29.35 128.55
Waste Heat Boiler Stack PMjq 2.62 11.46
CO 11.34 49.65

VOC 0.09 0.37
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) 1b/hr TPY
WHBLR1 Waste Heat Recovery Boiler, NO, 0.47 2.06
Natural Gas Burner Side SO, 0.01 0.04
PMj 0.11 0.48
CO 1.24 5.43
vVOC 0.08 0.35
COMMON TO LINE 1 AND LINE 3
CFL/34 Coalescing Filter Mist Elimination PM; 0.63 2.76
Systems Stack (to control emissions VOC 5.76 25.23
from the Line 1 and Line 3 Asphalt
Coaters) with ESP as backup
LINE 1 OPERATION
1-1 Line 1 Stabilizer Storage and PM;o 0.23 1.01
Heater Baghouse Stack
1-3 Line 1 Stabilizer Use Bin PMg 0.03 0.13
Baghouse Stack
1-4 Line 1 Surfacing Section Dust PMjg 0.59 2.58
Collector No. 1 Stack
1-5 Line 1 Surfacing Section Dust PMj 0.59 2.58
Collector No. 2 Stack
1-6 Line 1 Surfacing Section Dust PMio 0.59 2.58
Collector No. 3 Stack
COOL1 Line 1 Cooling Section PMyy 8.52 37.30
(total 3 stks) VOC 1.65 7.23




O

Permit Number 7711A

Page 3

EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA

Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY
LINE 3 OPERATION
25 Sand Application Baghouse PM 1.50 6.57
26A Stabilizer Storage Baghouse A PMo 0.15 0.70
26B Stabilizer Storage Baghouse B PMio 0.29 1.26
27 Stabilizer Heater Baghouse PMyq 0.09 0.40
28 Asphalt Heater NO 0.59 " 2.60
SO, <0.01 0.02
PMo 0.04 0.20
CO 0.50 2.20
vOoC 0.03 0.10
FUG1 Plant-wide Fugitive Emissions (4) PMjo 0.91 3.97
VOC 0.43 1.88
COOL3 Line 3 Cooling Section PMiq 6.74 29.52
(total 3 stks) vVOC 2.76 12.09
HTR6 Line 3 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid NOy 0.60 2.58
Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.02
PMj, 0.05 0.20
CO 0.49 2.16
vVOC 0.03 0.14
All sources Various Single HAP - <10
(site-wide) Aggregate HAP -- <25
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

(1) Emission point identification - either specific equipment designation or emission point number from a plot

plan.

(2) Specific point source names. For fugitive sources, use an area name or fugitive source name.

(3) NOx -
SO, -
PMio -
PMss -
co -
voC
HAP -

total oxides of nitrogen

sulfur dioxide

particulate matter equal to or less than 10 microns in diameter, including PM; 5

particulate matter equal to or less than 2.5 microns in diameter

carbon monoxide

volatile organic compounds as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 101.1
hazardous air pollutant as listed in § 112(b) of the Federal Clean Air Act or Title 40 Code of
Federal Regulations Part 63, Subpart C

(4) Fugitive emissions are an estimate only.

Dated: August 20, 2010
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File  Edit ‘window Help

item
Number

Program

Regulated Entity

Reference No

66703 TCEQ Docket Number 2010-0896-AIR Status ACTIVE HB 801 YES
AIRNSR ID Type PERMIT Additional 1D 7711A *

GAF MATERIALS

RAN100768959

Print the current window

Principal BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA
Reference No CNB602717464
Protestants
Request Type Leg Name Date
. MAILING LIST ADD HUNTER,DAVID 024132009
HEARING REQUEST HUNTER,DAVID 0241372009
Totals by Request Type
Request Type Total
| HEARING REQUEST 1
MAILING LIST ADD 1
0

Total Number of Protestants 2
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Item

Print the current window

Number 17135 TCEQ Docket Number Status CLOSED HB 801 VYES
Program AIRNSR ID Type ACC NUM Additional ID DB0378S *
Regulated Entity GAF MATERIALS
Reference No RN100788959
Principal GAF BUILDING MATERIALS CORP
Reference No CNG601108897
Protestants
Request Type Leg Name Date
WITHDRAWAL - HEARING REQU ~ UPHOFF,IRVIN A 10/114200
PUBLIC MEETING - REQUEST UPHOFF,IRVIN A 11/14;200
HEARING REQUEST UPHOFF,IRVIN A 111742000
HEARING REQUEST UPHOFF,IRVIN A 1111542000
COMMENT - WRITTEN MAGEE,LINDA 11413/2000
Totals by Request Type
Request Type Total
HEARING REQUEST 2
WITHDRAWAL - HEARING REQU 1
PUBLIC MEETING - REQUEST 1
COMMENT - WRITTEN '1] Total Number of Protestants 2
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Search Results for TCEQ Commissioners' Integrated

Return to search form.

SITE SEARCH:
pleaso onter soarch phrase ;| Go

SUBJECT INDEX
> Air > Water ¥ Waste

#» Questions or Comments:

Database

NOTE: See a Glossary of Terms. (In PDF. Help with PDF.) For more information about this permit application or the permitting process, please call
the Office of Public Assistance, toll free, at 1-800-687-4040 or send an emall to gpa@tceq.state.tx.us

11-1
Report Resuits 1 of 1

Applicant/Respondent Name, TCEQ Customer Number:
BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA, CN602717464

Status: ACTIVE
Item Type: AMENDMENT

Regulated Entity Name, Regulated Entity Number:
GAF MATERIALS, RN100788959

TCEQ Docket Num: 2010-0896-AIR
SOAH Docket Num; 582-10-5031

County, TCEQ Region:
DALLAS, REGION 04 - DFW METROPLEX

Doc. Type: PERMIT

Program: AIRNSR Permit Number:
7711A

Program: AIRNSR Permit Number:
DB0378S

Protestant Information

Comments Received: 0 Hearing Requests Received:

Note: Allow up to five or more business days after the end of the comment period for comments or hearing requests to be included in this total.

1 Public Meetings Received: 0

Activity Action List:

Date Document Type
08/16/2010 SOAH HEARING

08/13/2010 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
08/12/2010 RESPONSE TQ COMMENTS
08/04/2010 RECORD FOR SOAH
07/30/2010 SOAH AFFIDAVIT
07/30/2010 NEWSPAPER TEARSHEET
07/06/2010 NOTICE OF SOAH HEARING
06/02/2010 DIRECT REFERRAL - APPLIC
05/06/2010 AVAILABILITY VERIFICATIO
05/06/2010 BILINGUAL VERIFICATION
04/12/2010 COMMENT PERIOD
03/23/2010 NEWSPAPER TEARSHEET
03/23/2010 BILINGUAL AFFIDAVIT
03/23/2010 BILINGUAL TEARSHEET
03/23/2010 AFFIDAVIT - NAPD
03/11/2010 NOTICE - PRELIM DECISION
03/11/2010 BILINGUAL NOTICE
02/09/2010 NOTICE - PRELIM DECISION
02/08/2010 NOTICE - PRELIM DECISION
02/08/2010 NOTICE - PRELIM DECISION
02/19/2009 AFFIDAVIT - NORI
02/19/2009 BILINGUAL TEARSHEET
02/19/2009 BILINGUAL AFFIDAVIT

Action
SCHEDULED
ROUTED
RECEIVED
ROUTED
RECEIVED
RECEIVED
MAILED
RECEIVED
RECEIVED
RECEIVED
END
RECEIVED
RECEIVED
RECEIVED
RECEIVED
PUBLISHED
PUBLISHED
MAILED
RECEIVED
ISSUED
RECEIVED
RECEIVED
RECEIVED

http://www10.tceq.state.tx.us/epic/CCD/index.cfm?fuseaction=main.reportResults 8/20/2010
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02/05/2009 BILINGUAL NOTICE PUBLISHED
01/15/2009 NOTICE OF RECEIPT/INTENT MAILED
01/14/2009 NOTICE OF RECEIPT/INTENT RECEIVED
01/14/2009 ADMIN REVIEW COMPLETE
12/19/2008 APPLICATION RECEIVED
11-1]
Return to search form.

Web Policies | Risclaimer | Site Help

Rules, Policy & Legisiation | Permits, Licenses & Reglstrations | Compii nforcemen n
Drinking Water & Water Avallability | Reporting | Environmenta) Quality | Assistance. Education & Participation
F

http://www10.tceq.state.tx.us/epic/CCD/index.cfm?fuseaction=main.reportResults 8/20/2010



Permit Amendment
Source Analysis & Technical Review

Company Building Materials Corporation of Permit Number 7711A
America

City Dallas Project Number 143272

County Dallas Account Number DB-0378-S

Project Type Amend Regulated Entity Number RN100788959

Project Reviewer Mr. Javier Galvan, P.E. Customer Reference Number  CN602717464

Site Name Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing Plant

Project Overview

Building Materials Corporation of America dba GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) has requested several changes to its existing NSR permit,
some as a result of stack testing of various facilities, through an air quality permit amendment. One hearing request from a member of the
general public was submitted to the TCEQ during the first public notice comment period which was unresolved by GAF; therefore, a second
public notice was performed by GAF.

There are no proposed production rate increases, physical modifications to existing facilities, or new construction of facilities associated with
this permit amendment application. GAF has requested to increase asphalt throughput rates for Lines 1 and 3. On September 19,2008 GAF
entered into a proposed Agreed Order, Docket Number 2008-0805-AIR-E, to resolve deviations that resulted from stack testing. This
amendment application is the result of that Agreed Order, and emission increases requested by GAF are based on the stack test results.
Standard Permit Registration No. 81652 was consolidated by incorporation into this air quality permit. BACT was evaluated and determined
to be consistent with current requirements. The standard permit, issued on May 8, 2007, authorized the company to replace the Lines 1 and 3
asphalt coaters ESP with two coalescing filter mist elimination systems for improved control of PM/PM,,. A contested case hearing was
requested by amember of the general public. GAF’s legal counsel requested direct referral of the matter to SOAH. No persons appeared for
the preliminary hearing with SOAH held on August 16, 2010. The ED moved that the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) remand the
application to the ED to be processed as an uncontested matter.

Emission Summary

- Air Contaminant Current Allowable Emission Proposed Allowable Change in Allowable Emission:
: Rates (tpy) Emission Rates (tpy) Rates (tpy)

PMjo 11941 103.84 -15.57

1 VOC 48.82 47.48 -1.34

NOx 28.47 17.32 -11.15

CO 26.76 60.91 34.15

SO, 337 128.67 125.29

HAPs not previously quantified 15.12

Compliance History Evaluation - 30 TAC Chapter 60 Rules
A compliance history report was reviewed on: April 29, 2009

Compliance period: December 19, 2008 - December 19, 2003

Site rating & classification: 0.4/Average

Company rating & classification: 1.36/Average

Has the permit changed on the basis of the compliance history or rating? No

Public Notice Information - 30 TAC Chapter 39 Rules

Rule Citation Regquirement

39.403 Is Public Notice Required? Yes
Date Application Received: December 19, 2008
Date Administratively Complete: January 14, 2009




Permit No. 7711A

()

" Permit Amendment

Source Analysis & Technical Review

Regulated Entity No. RN100788959

Page 2
Rule Citation Requirement
-Small Business Source? No
Date Leg Letters mailed: January 14, 2009
39.603 Date Published: February 5, 2009
Publication Name: Dallas Observer
Pollutants: PM including PM,,, SO,, organic compounds, CO, and NO,
Date Affidavits/Copies Received: February 19, 2009
Is bilingual notice required? Yes
Language: Spanish
Date Published: February 5, 2009
Publication Name: El Extra Spanish Newspaper
Date Affidavits/Copies Received: February 19, 2009
Date Certification of Sign Posting /
Application Availability Received: March 13, 2009
39.604 Public Comments Received? Yes
Hearing Requested? Yes
Meeting Requested? No
Date Meeting Held: N/A
Date Response to Comments sent to OCC: August 12, 2010
Request(s) withdrawn? No - no persons appeared for preliminary hearing with SOAH;
ED moved that the ALJ remand the application to the ED to be
processed as uncontested matter.
Date Withdrawn: N/A
Consideration of Comments: N/A
Is 2nd Public Notice required? Yes
39.419 Date 2nd Public Notice Mailed: February 8, 2010
Preliminary Determination: Issue
39.603 Date Published: March 11, 2010
Publication Name: Dallas Observer
Pollutants: PM including PM,;, and PM, 5, SO,, VOC, CO, NO,
Date Affidavits/Copies Received: March 23, 2010
Is bilingual notice required? Yes
Language: Spanish
Date Published: March 11, 2010
Publication Name: El Extra Spanish Language Newspaper
Date Affidavits/Copies Received: March 23, 2010
Date Certification of Sign Posting / _
Application Availability Received: April 23, 2010
Public Comments Received? No
Meeting Requested? No
Date Meeting Held: N/A
Hearing Requested? No
Date Hearing Held: N/A
Request(s) withdrawn? N/A
Date Withdrawn: N/A
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Rule Citation Requirement
Consideration of Comments: N/A
39.421 Date RTC, Technical Review & Draft
Permit Conditions sent to QCC: August 12, 2010
Request for Reconsideration Received? No
Final Action: Issue
Are letters Enclosed? No
Construction Permit & Amendment Requirements - 30 TAC Chapter 116 Rules
Rule Citation .- Requirement :
116.111(a)(2XG) Is the facility expected to perform as represented in the application? Yes
116.111(a)}(2)(A)(i) Are emissions from this facility expected to comply with all TCEQ air quality Rules &

Regulations, and the intent of the Texas Clean Air Act? Yes
116.111(a)(2)(B) Emissions will be measured using the following method: recordkeeping and stack testing
116.111(a)(2}(D) Subject to NSPS? Yes

Subparts A,Dec & UU
116.111(a)}(2)(E) Subject to NESHAP? No
116.111(a)2XF) Subject to NESHAP (MACT) for source categories? Yes

Subparts A & AAAAAAA
116.111(a)(2)(H) Is nonattainment review required? No

Is the site located in a nonattainment area? Yes

Is the site a federal major source for a nonattainment pollutant? No

Is the project a federal major source for a nonattainment pollutant by itself? No

Is the project a federal major modification for a nonattainment pollutant? No
116.111(a)(2)(I) Is PSD applicable? __No

Is the site a federal major source (100/250 tons/yr)? No

Is the project a federal major source by itself? No

Is the project a federal major modification? No
116.111(a)(2)(L) Is Mass Emissions Cap and Trade applicable to the new or modified facilities? No
116.140 - 141 Permit Fee: $ 900.00 Fee certification: R911983

Title V Applicability - 30 TAC Chapter 122 Rules

Rule Citation Requirement

122.10(13)(A) Is the site a major source under FCAA Section 112(b)? Yes
Does the site emit 10 tons or more of any single HAP? No
Does the site emit 25 tons or more of a combination? No

122.10(13}(C) Does the site emit 100 tons or more of any air pollutant? Yes

122.10(13)}(D) Is the site a non-attainment major source? No

122.602 Periodic Monitoring (PM) applicability: Yes
Monitor temperature of incinerator four times per hour with an averaging period of one hour. Monitor visible
emissions once per week of blowing stills, of storage tanks, and of mineral handling and storage facilities.

122.604 Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) applicability: N/A

Request for Comments

Received From Program/Area Name Reviewed By Comments
Region: 4 NA none received
City: Dallas Brian Cunningham none
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Process Description

The plant manufactures asphalt shingles for the roofing industry. A dry, nonwoven fiberglass mat is fed into the roofing machine from an
unwind stand. The fiberglass is carried through the coating section where coating asphalt mixed with a stabilizer (limestone) is applied to
both surfaces of the mat. The coating operation is followed by the surfacing section. Ceramic colored granules are blended and dropped in
proper sequence onto the coated web and embedded. The back surface of the sheet is sprinkled with sand to prevent it from adhering to rolls
and itself in the finished package. The hot sheet, with a mineralized surface, then goes into the cooling section of the machine. Cooling is
accomplished by passing the web over a series of water-cooled drums, through water mist sprays and between air jets. It is then accumulated
in the looper section of the machine to provide surge capacity required prior to cutting. Self-seal striping dots are then applied and the sheet
is cut into shingles and automatically packaged. The boiler accepts the thermal oxidizer exhaust gas for preheating recovery and fires as
necessary to meet the steam needs of the plant.

Project Description
The changes requested by GAF are as follows:

1.

Increase the following permit allowables based on stack test results obtained in April, 2008:

e PM,, for EPN COOL3;
e (combined) SO,, NO,, and CO for EPNs 8 and 8A;
e PM,, for EPN COOLI.

Update/correct permit representations to include on the MAERT the existence of the two sides/stacks of the waste heat recovery boiler:
the waste heat recovery boiler stack (EPN 8A) and the waste heat recovery boiler natural gas burner stack (EPN WHBLR1).

Correct current permit representation for Tanks T-1 and T-2 Laminating Adhesive Tanks, which will not affect proposed permit
allowables since the stack test on EPN 8 accounted for the routing of emissions from Tanks T-1 and T-2 to the direct-flame incinerator.

Decrease the following permit allowables based on stack test results:

PM,, for EPN CFL;

PM,, for EPN 25;

(combined) PM,, for EPNs 8 and 8A;

S0O,, NO,, CO, PM,, and VOC for EPN BLRS.

In addition to EPN CECO 1, remove from the NSR permit the following EPNs:

98, the Rail 2 Stack;

HTRI1, the Line 1 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid Heater Vent;
HTR2, the Line 1 Thermal Fluid Heater Vent;

30, the Hot Oil Heater Vent (Thermal Fluid Heater).

Consolidate by incorporation into this permit SP Registration No. 81652.

Add a federally enforceable limit on the operational hours of the standby boiler (EPN BLRS5). The standby boiler is used for back-up
purposes only, and GAF has requested a limit of 480 hours per year.

Pollution Prevention, Sources, Controls and BACT- [30 TAC 116.111(a)(2)(C)]
The following are sources of emissions at the site: all heaters, the boiler and the standby boiler, all storage and process tanks, blowing stills,
and all loading and unloading operations associated with trucks and railcars.

NSPS Requirements

N, ]
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Emission Unit

Proposed Method of Control

NSPS Subpart UU Standard

asphalt storage & process tanks

direct-flame incinerator

zero percent opacity limitation at all times

" blowing stills

direct-flame incinerator

1.2 pounds of PM per ton of asphalt

Emission Unit Proposed Method of Control NSPS Subpart Dc Standard
standby boiler no abatement device no PM or SO, standards
waste heat recovery boiler no abatement device no PM or SO, standards

MACT Standards/Requirements

Emission Unit Proposed Method of Control MACT Subpart AAAAAAA Standard
blowing stills direct-flame incinerator 1.2 pounds of PM per ton of asphalt charged to the blowing stills
asphalt coaters high-energy air filters 0.06 pounds of PM per ton of asphalt roofing product manufactured

The company has represented that the cause for the increase in SO, emissions is that it purchases its raw material, asphalt flux, from oil
refineries. As a result of the 1997 Low Sulfur Diesel Fuel requirements, the extra sulfur is removed from the fuel and moved to the waste
stream. Based on representations made by the company, the suppliers of this asphalt flux vary based on economics, and each refinery has a
different by-product stream of which the constituents of the waste stream vary.

A review of the RBLC for asphalt processing and asphalt roofing plants resulted in one plant located in Ohio. This plant is authorized to
emit a total 0£247.19 tons per year of SO, from a thermal incinerator, three asphalt blowing stills/convertors, two asphalt loading racks, and
three oxidized asphalt fixed-roof storage tanks (other permitted facilities may exist at the site, but these were the only facilities listed.)
Emissions from the blowing stills, loading racks, and storage tanks vent to two distinct thermal incinerators. The listed thermal incinerator
has a destruction efficiency of 95 percent for PM/PM,,, H,S, CO, and VOC. No abatement device or method was listed for capture and
reduction of SO, from the listed facilities at the site. All permitted facilities will meet BACT criteria for asphalt processing and asphalt

roofing manufacturing facilities.

Impacts Evaluation - 30 TAC 116.111(2)2)(J)

Was modeling conducted?

Yes

Type of Modeling:  AERMOD version 07026

Will GLC of any air contaminant cause violation of NAAQS? No
Is this a sensitive location with respect to nuisance? Yes
[§116.111(a)(2)(A)(ii)] Is the site within 3000 feet of any school? Yes

Summary of Modeling Results and Air Quality Analysis

Averaging Period:

PM]O 24-hour
Annual

NO, 1-hour
Annual

cO 1-hour
8-hour

GLC SIL: Background Conc.: Total Conc.: NAAQS: TCEQ Standard:

68 5 56
18 1 30
83 10° 103
14 1 30
622 2,000
335 500

124 150
48 50
186 188
44 100
622 40,000
335 10,000
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SO, 1-hour 676 676 1,021
3-hour 532 25 24 556 1,300
24-hour 329 5 13 342 365
Annual 39 1 3 42 80
Averaging Period: GLC TCEQ ESL:
Asphalt vapors 1-hour 336 350
Annual 25 35

The PM,;, NAAQS evaluation was used as a surrogate for the determination of compliance with the PM, s NAAQS. Currently there are no
PM, s emission factors available for this industry. PM, and SO, background concentrations were obtained from monitoring data for Dallas
County using the most complete, recent year (2006) that had the highest, or equal to the highest, values. NO, data were obtained from
meteorological datasets of 1985 and 1987-1990. The company used a three-year average of the 98" percentile of the annual distribution of
daily maximum 1-hour concentrations from 2007-2009. A NO, to NO, ratio of 0.75 was applied to the modeled NO, emission rates. *Refer
to modeling audit report, July 27, 2010.

Permit Concurrence and Related Authorization Actions

Is the applicant in agreement with special conditions? Yes
Company representative(s): Latha Kambham, Ph.D., Trinity Consultants
Contacted Via: e-mail
Date of contact: January 8, 2010
Other permit(s) or permits by rule affected by this action: Yes
List permit and/or PBR number(s) and actions required or taken: SP Registration No. 81652 will be voided upon approval of this

amended NSR permit.

J
0 Loz ssor0 LAV Bl gifuboue

Ptdject Reviewer Date ¥ Team Leader/Section Manager/Backup” Date/
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 582-10-5031
DOCKET NO. 2010-0896-AIR

APPLICATION OF BUILDING § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE

MATERJALS CORPORATION OF §

AMERICA ASPHALT ROOFING § OF

PRODUCTION FACILITY, §

DALLAS COUNTY §  ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
ORDER NO. 1

On August 16, 2010, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) convened a
preliminary hearing in Austin, Texas regarding the above-referenced application. The
Applicant, Building Materials Corporation of America, and the Executive Director (ED)
wete present at the preliminary hearing. No other persons were present. The ED offered
the following exhibits into evidence:

Exhibit A: Notice of Hearing

Exhibit B: July ‘28, 2010 Iletter, including Affidavit of
Publication of Notice of Hearing

Exhibit C: ED’s Response to Comments

There Were no objections to admission of these three exhibits and the ALJ admitted them
into evidence. Based on these exhibits, the ALJ concluded that notice was sufficient.

Since no persons were present seeking to be named as a protesting party, the ED

. moved that the ALJ remand this application to the ED to be processed as an uncontested

matter. The ALJ agrees with the ED’s motion,

Therefore, it is ORDERED that this matter is REMANDED to the ED for
further processing and this case is DISMISSED from the docket of the State Office of
Administrative Hearings,

Issued: August 16, 2010 W? (.

KERRIE JO QUALTROUGHE ",
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

dgo02/004
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STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
AUSTIN OFFICE
300 West 15th Street Suite 502
‘ Austin, Texas 73701
Phone: (512) 475-4993
Fax; (512) 475-4994

SERVICE LJST
AGENCY: - Environmental Quality, Texas Commission on (TYCEQ)

STYLE/CASE: BUILDING MATERIALS CORP OF AMERICA
SOAH DOCKET NUMBER:  582-10-5031 '
REFERRING AGENCY CASE: 2010-0896-AIR

STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
HEARINGS ALJ KERRIE QUALTROUGH
REPRESENTATIVE / ADDRESS - PARTIES

BLAS J. COY, IR,

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
OFFICE OF PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL - -

P.0. BOX 13087, MC-103

AUSTIN, TX 78711-3087

(512) 239-6363 (PH)

(512) 239-6377 (FAX)

beoy@tceq.state.tx.us

OFFICE OF PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL

DANNY G WORRELL
ATTORNEY

BROWN MCCARROLL, L.L.P.
111 CONGRESS, SUITE 1400
AUSTIN, TX 78701

(512) 479-1151 (PH)

(512) 479-1101 (FAX)

BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA

ERIN SELVERA

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
MC-173 P.O. BOX 13087

AUSTIN, TX 78711-3087

(512) 239-6033 (PH)

(512) 239-0606 (FAX)

eselvera@tceq.state.bx.us

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Page 1 of2
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ROD JOHNSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BROWN MCCARROLL L.L.P.

111 CONGRESS AVENUE,, SUITE 1400
AUSTIN, TX 78701

(512) 479-1125 (PH)

(512) 479-1101 (FAX)
rjohnson@mailbme.com

SOAH

) 210047004

BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA

W——_

xo; Dacket Clerk, State Office of Administrative Hearlngs

Pags 20f2
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STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

(\ . @001)004

AUSTIN OFFICE
300 West 15th Street Suite 502
Austin, Texas 78701
Phone: (512) 475-4993
Fax: (512) 475-49%4
DATE: 08/16/2010
NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER SHBBT:: 4
REGARDING: : ORDERNO. 1
DOCKET NUMBER: . 582-10-5031
JUDGE KERRIE QUALTROUGH
FAXTO: FAXTO;: =
ROD JOHNSON (BROWN MCCARROLL LLP) (512) 479-1101
DANNY G WORRELL (512) 479-1101
BLAS J. COY, JR. (TEXAS COMMISSION ON (512) 239-6377
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY)
ERIN SELVERA (TEXAS COMMISSION ON (512) 239-0606
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY)

" TCEQ Docket Clerk, Fax Number 512/239-3311

NOTE: IF ALL PAGES ARE NOT RECEIVED, PLEASE CONTACT LISA MARTINEZ(Ima) (512) 475-4993

The information contained in this facsimile message is privileged and confi

any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communicatlon is strictly

Service, Thank you. ‘

above-named recipient(s) or the individual or agent responsible to deliver it to the intended re

dential information intended only for the use of the

prohibited. If you have received this communication

in error, please immediately notify us by telephone, and return the otiginal message to us at the address via the U.S. Postal

o — -e

cipient. You are hereby notified that

o —

—— T T T T T
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Form PI-1 General Application for

Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

Update: The TCEQ requires that a Core Data Form be submitted on all incoming applications unless a Regulated Entity and
Customer Reference Number have been issued by the TCEQ and no core data information has changed. For more information
regarding the Core Data Form, call (512) 239-5175 or go to the TCEQ Web site at

www.tceq.state.tx.us/permitting/central registry/guidance.html.

A. Company or Other Legal Name: Building Materials Corporation of America

Texas Secretary of State Charter/Registration Number (if applicable):

B. Company Official Contact Name: David Fuelleman

Title: Plant Manager

Mailing Address: 2600 Singleton Blvd.

City: Dallas State: TX Zip Code: 75212

Telephone No: 214-637-1060 Fax No.: 214-637-5202 E-mail Address: dfuelleman@gaf.com

C. Technical Contact Name: Doug Harris

Title: Plant Engineer

Company Name: Building Materials Corporation of America

Mailing Address: 2600 Singleton Blvd.

City: Dallas State: TX Zip Code: 75212

Telephone No.: 214-637-8909 Fax No.: 214-637-5202 E-mail Address: dharris@gaf.com

D. Facility Location Information:

Street Address: 2600 Singleton Blvd

If no street address, provide clear driving directions to the site in writing:

City: Dalls County: Dallas Zip Code: 75212

E. TCEQ Account Identification Number (leave blank if new site or facility): DB-0378-S

F. Isa TCEQ Core Data Form (TCEQ Form No. 10400) attached? [ yeslvlno
G. TCEQ Customer Reference Number (leave blank if unknown): 602717464

H. TCEQ Regulated Entity Number (leave blank if unknown): 100788959

I IMPORTANT GENERAL INFORMATION

A. Is confidential information submitted with this application? D YES || NO
If “YES,” is each “confidential” page marked “CONFIDENTIAL” in large red letters? O yes[J~No
TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) PI-1-Forms

Py 4324
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and

may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9) Page 1 of _ 8
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Form PI-1 General Application for
Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

B. Is this application in response to a TCEQ investigation or enforcement action? YES[]NO
If “YES”, attach a copy of any correspondence from the TCEQ

C. Number of New Jobs: 0

D. Names of the State Senator and district number for this facility site: Senator Royce West, District 23

Names of State Representative and district number for this facility site: Rep. Terri Hodge, District 100

E. For Concrete Batch Plants, name of the County Judge for this facility site:

Mailing Address:

City: State: Zip Code:

F. For Concrete Batch Plants, is the facility located in a municipality or an extraterritorial jurisdiction of a [J yes[~o
municipality?
If “YES,” list the name(s) of the Presiding Officer(s) for this facility site:

Mailing Address:

A. Site Name: Dallas Plant

B. Area Name/Type of Facility: Asphalt Coaters Permanent [_] Portable

C. Principal Company Product or Business: Manufacture Asphalt Roofing Products

Principal Standard Industrial Classification Code: 2952

D. Projected Start of Construction Date; N/A Projected Start of Operation Date: N/A

IV.  TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION REQUESTED

A. Permit Number (if existing): 7TT11A

B. Is this an initial permit application? D YES Y] NO
If “YES,” check the type of permit requested (check all that apply):
State Permit Nonattainment Federal Permit
Flexible Permit Prevention of Significant Deterioration Federal Permit
|:| Multiple Plant Permit Hazardous Air Pollutants Permit Federal Clean Air Act § 112(g)
Other:

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) PI-1-Forms
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and '
may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9) Page_2 of_8
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Form PI-1 General Application for

Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

C. Is this a permit amendment? YES []No
I “YES,” check the type of permit requested (check all that apply):

State Permit Amendment

[CJFlexible Permit Amendment

DMultiple Plant Permit Amendment

Nonattainment Major Modification

Prevention of Significant Deterioration Major Modification
[[JHazardous Air Pollutants Permit Federal Clean Air Act § 112(g) Modification
Other:

D. Is a permit renewal application being submitted in conjunction with this amendment in accordance with Ovyes [¥INo
Senate Bill 16737 [THSC 382.055(a)(2)](80" Legislative)

E. Is this application for a change in location of previously permitted facilities?
[I£YES,” answer B, 1 and B, 2.
1. Current location of facility:

[Jves [7] NO

Street Address (If no street address, provide clear driving directions to the site in writing.):

City: County: Zip Code:

2. Will the proposed facility, site, and plot plan meet all current technical requirements of the permit special [IYEs [COIno
conditions?

If “NO,” attach detailed information,

F. Are there any standard permits, exemptions or permits by rule to be consolidated into this permit? [JyEs [vIiNo

G. Are you permitting a facility or group of facilities that have planned maintenance, startup and shutdown [JvEes [¥INno
emissions that cannot be authorized by a permit by rule or standard permit or that are authorized by a permit
by rule or standard permit and are being rolled into this permit?

If “YES,” attach information on any changes to emissions under this application as specified in Section
VIII. and Section IXX.

If“YES,” answer G, 1 through G, 3.

1. Are the activities to be included in this permit covered by any previously existing MSS authorizations? CJyes[No

If “YES,” provide a listing of all other authorizations (permit by rule or standard permit and the associated
registration number if any).

2. Have the emissions been previously submitted as part of an emissions inventory? [Jyes[nNo

3. List which years the MSS activities were included in emissions inventory submittals:

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) PI-1-Forms
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9) Page_ 3 of__8
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Form PI-1 General Application for
Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

OONYitrd
recd /43

lw, TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION REQUESTED (coritinued)

H. Federal Operating Permit Requirements (30 TAC Chapter 122 Applicability)

Is this facility located at a site required to obtain a federal operating permit under
30 TAC Chapter 1227

YES [] NO [[] To be Determined

1. Identify the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122 that will be triggered if this PI-1 application is approved.
[ ror Significant Revision |v'| FOP Minor [ Application for an FOP Revision

[[] Operational Flexibility/Off-Permit Notification [] Streamlined Revision for GOP ] To be determined [_] None

2. Identify the type(s) of FOP(s) issued and/or FOP application(s) submitted/pending for the site (check all that apply)

SOP [[] GOP [[] GOP application/revision application: submitted or under APD review

[] SOP application/revision application: submitted or under APD review Owa

FEE INFORMATION

A. Fee paid for this application:

$ 900.00
1. Is acopy of the check or money order attached to the original submittal of this application? vEsCONno[Cna
2. IsaTable 30 entitled, “Certification of estimated Capital Cost and Fee Verification,” attached? YES E] NO
IC NOTICE APPLICABILITY
A. Is this a new permit application? [JYes[yjNO
B. Is this an application for a major modification of a PSD, NA or 30 TAC § 112(g) permit? CJyes[vlNo

C. Is this a state permit amendment application?

¥l YEs (I No

1. Is there any change in character of emissions in this application? O yesviNo
Is there a new air contaminant in this application? [ YEs[¢]NO

2. Do the facilities handle, load, unload, dry_, manufacture, or process grain, seed, legumes, or vegetables D YES [V NO
fibers (agricultural facilities)?

3. List the total annual emission increases associated with the application (/ist a/l that apply):
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC): -1.34 tpy Particulate Matter (PM): -22.14 tpy
Sulfur Dioxide (SO,): 125.29 tpy  Lead (Pb); tpy
Carbon Monoxide (CO): 34.15 tpy Nitrogen oxides (NO,): -11.15 tpy
Other air contaminants not listed above: tpy List: tpy

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) P1-1-Forms
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9)

Page 4 of__8
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Form PI-1 General Application for
Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

H. Federal Operating Permit Requirements (30 TAC Chapter 122 Applicability) YES [] NO [[] To be Determined

Is this facility located at a site required to obtain a federal operating permit under
30 TAC Chapter 1227

1. Identify the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122 that will be triggered if this PI-1 application is approved.

[ ror Significant Revision [¥] FOP Minor [] Application for an FOP Revision

[] Operational Flexibility/Off-Permit Notification [ ] Streamlined Revision for GOP [ ] To be determined [ ] None

2. Identify the type(s) of FOP(s) issued and/or FOP application(s) submitted/pending for the site (check all that apply)

sop[] cor[] gor application/revision application: submitted or under APD review

[[] SOP application/revision application: submitted or under APD review [ ] N/A

A. Fee paid for this application: $ 900.00

1. Is a copy of the check or money order attached to the original submittal of this application? vEs[[INo [Ina
2. Is a Table 30 entitled, “Certification of estimated Capital Cost and Fee Verification,” attached? YES L__| NO

A. Is this a new permit application? ] YEs[¢y]NO

B. Is this an application for a major modification of a PSD, NA or 30 TAC § 112(g) permit? [Jves[vlNo

C. Is this a state permit amendment application? YEs[]No

1. Is tl::re any change in character of emissions in this application? _ CJyes[vlNo
Is there a new air contaminant in this application? [ YEs[/]NO
2. Do the facilities handle, load, unload, dry, manufacture, or process grain, seed, legumes, or vegetables D YES V| NO

fibers (agricultural facilities)?

3. List the total annual emission increases associated with the application (list all that apply): Apg]i?.?:.sa?: fon %%;"éj;}%ix c

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC): tpy Particulate Matter (PM): tpy
Sulfur Dioxide (SO,): tpy Lead (Pb): tpy
Carbon Monoxide (CO): tpy Nitrogen oxides (NO,): tpy
Other air contaminants not listed above: tpy List: tpy

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) P1-1-Forms
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9) Page 4 of_8
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Form PI-1 General Application for

Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

o S i

Is this a change of location application? [ yes[¥] no

Is the new facility site located in or contiguous to the right-of-way of a public works project?

2. Is there a permitted facility occupying the new site? [ yes[JnNo
If “YES,” please list the permit number:

3. Have portable facilities occupied the new site at any time in the last two years? ) O yes COn~o

A. Responsible Person:

Name: Doug Harris Title: Plant Engineer

Mailing Address: 2600 Singleton Blvd.
City: Dallas State: TX Zip Code; 75212

Telephone No.: 214-637-8909 Fax No.: 214-637-5202 E-mail Address: dharris@gaf.com

B. Technical Contact;

Company Name: Building Materials Corporation of America

Name: Doug Harris Title: Plant Engineer

Mailing Address: 2600 Singleton Bivd.

City: Dallas State: TX Zip Code: 75212
Telephone No.: 214-637-8909 Fax No.: 214-637-5202 E-mail Address: dharris@gaf.com

C. Application in Public Place:

Name of Public Place: Dallas West Library

Physical Address: 2332 Singleton Blvd City: Dallas County: Dallas
The public place has granted authorization to place the application for public viewing and copying? YES[]NO
D.  Isabilingual program required by the Texas Education Code in the School District? YES[_]NO

Are the children who attend either the elementary school or the middle school closest to your facility YEs[INoO
eligible to be enrolled in a bilingual program provided by the district?

If yes, which language is required by the bilingual program? Spanish [JYES CIno

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) PI-1-Forms
This form Is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically, (APDG 5171 v9) Page_ 5 of_8
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Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

A. Does this company (including parent companies and subsidiary companies) have fewer than [JyEs [vINo

100 employees or less than $6 million in annual gross receipts?
B. Is the site a major source under 30 TAC Chapter 122, Federal Operating Permit Program? YES []NO
C. Are the site emissions of any individual air contaminant greater than 50 tpy? YES[]NO

Are the site emissions of all air contaminants combined greater than 75 tpy? YES[C]NO

A. Is a current area map attached? YES DNO
Are any schools located within 3,000 feet of this facility? YES[]NO
B. Isa plot plan of the plant property attached? YES[]NO
C. Isa process flow diagram and a process description attached? YES DNO
D. Maximum Operating Schedule: 24 Hours/Day 7 Days/Week 52 Weeks/Year
Seasonal Operation? CJyEs [vINo
If “YES,” please describe
E. Are worst-case emissions data and calculations attached? YES DNO
1. Is a Table 1(a) entitled, “Emission Point Summary Table,” attached? YES[]NO
2. IsaTable 2 entitled, “Material Balance Table,” attached? [JYEs[Z]No
3. Are equipment, process, or control device tables attached? YES[]JNO
[ Yes[Z]No

guigio btain a permit or amendment, .
rules and regulations of the TCEQ and YES D NO

B. The proposed facility will be able to measure emissions of significant air contaminants and details are YES[]NO
attached?

C. A demonstration of Best Available Control Technology (BACT) is attached? YES D NO

D. The proposed facilities will achieve the performance in the permit application and compliance | [¥] YES [Jno
. demonstration or record keeping information is attached?

E. Is atmospheric dispersion modeling attached? l:| YES[VINO

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) PI-1-Forms
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and

may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9) Page 6 of_8
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X. STATE REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS (continued)

Applicants must be in compliance with all applicable state regulations to obtain a permit or amendment.

F. Does this application involve any air contaminants for which a “disaster review” is required? [1YEs [¢]NO |
If “YES,” details must be attached.

Note: For a list of air contaminants for which a “disaster review" will be required, refer to the NSRPD Disaster Review Guidance
Document at www.fceq.state. tx.us/permitting/air/rules/federal/63/6 3hmpg. html.

G. Is this facility or group of facilities located at a site within the Houston/Galveston nonattainment area? [JYes [7]No
(Brazoria, Chambers, Fort Bend, Galveston, Harris, Liberty, Montgomery, or Waller Counties)

1. Does the facility or group of facilitics located at this site have an uncontrolled design capacity to emit Ovyes[vo
10 tpy or more of NOy?

2. Is this site subject to 30 TAC Chapter 101, Subchapter H, Division 3 (Mass Emissions Cap and Trade)? |[ ] YES[JNO

3. Does this action make the site subject to 30 TAC Chapter 101, Subchapter H, Division 3 (Mass Emissions | ] YES [JNO
Cap and Trade)?

4. Does this action require the site to obtain additional emission allowances? EI YES D NO

XL FEDERAL REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS |

Applicants must be in compliance with all applicable federal regulations to obtain a permit or amendment. If any of
the following questions is answered “YES, the application must contain detailed attachments addressing applicability,
identify federal regulation Subparts, show how requirements are met, and include compliance information. |

A. Does a Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60, (40 CFR Part 60) New Source Performance YES [Jno[] |
Standard (NSPS) apply to a facility in this application? |

B. Does 40 CFR Part 61, National Emissions Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) apply toa | [_] YES [/]NO |
facility in this application?

C. Does a 40 CFR Part 63, Maximum Achievable Contro! Technology (MACT) standard apply to a facility |[]YES [Z]NO
in this application?

D. Does nonattainment permitting requirements apply to this application? [Jyes [¢]No
Does prevention of significant deterioration permitting requirements apply to this application? Jvyes¥Ino
Does Hazardous Air Pollutant Major Source [FAA § 112(g)] requirements apply to this application? [Jves [Z/]INO

XIIL COPIES OF THIS APPLICATION

A. Has the required fee been sent separately with a copy of this Form PI-1 to the TCEQ Revenue YES[INo[INa
Section? (MC 214, P.O. Box 13088, Austin, Texas 78711).

B. Are the Core Data Form, Form PI-1, and all attachments being sent to the TCEQ in Austin? YES []NO

OPTIONAL: Has an extra copy of the Core Data Form, Form PI-1 and all attachments been sent to the TCEQ YES [JNO
in Austin?
If “YES,” please mark this application as “COPY.”

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) PI-1-Forms
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9) Page_ 7 of__8
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Form PI-1 General Application for
Air Preconstruction Permit and Amendments

C. Isacopy of the Core Data Form, the Form PI-1, and all attachments being sent to the appropriate TCEQ YES[]NO
regional office

D. Is a copy of the Core Data Form, the Form PI-1, and all attachments being sent to each appropriate local YEs []NO
air pollution control program(s)?

List all local air pollution control program(s): City of Dallas

E. Isa copy of the Core Data Form, Form PI-1, and all attachments (without confidential information) being D YES [¥INO
sent to the EPA Region 6 office in Dallas, Texas? (federal applications only)

F. This facility is located within 100 kilometers of the Rio Grande River and a copy of the application was EI YES IYINO
sent to the International Boundary Water Commission (IBWC):

G. This facility is located within 100 kilometers of a federally-designated Class I area and a copy of the D YES [V|NO
application was sent to the appropriate Federal Land Manager:

[ Yes[1No
If “YES,” the application must be submitted under the seal of a Texas licensed Professional Engineer (P.E.).

Is the estimated capital cost of the project greater than $2 million dollars?

Notice: This form will not be processed until all delinquent fees and/or penalties owed to the TCEQ or the Office of the Attorney
General on behalf of the TCEQ are paid in accordance with the “Delinquent Fee and Penalty Protocol.” For more information
regarding Delinquent Fees and Penalties, go to the TCEQ Web site at: .state.tx. /delin/index.h

The signature below confirms that I have knowledge of the facts included in this application and that these facts are true and correct
to the best of my knowledge and belief. I further state that to the best of my knowledge and belief, the project for which application
is made will not in any way violate any provision of the Texas Water Code (TWC), Chapter 7, Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), as
amended, or any of the air quality rules and regulations of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality or any local
governmental ordinance or resolution enacted pursuant to the TCAA. I further state that I understand my signature indicates that
this application meets all applicable nonattainment, prevention of significant deterioration, or major source of hazardous air pollutant
permitting requirements. I further state that I have read and understand TWC §§ 7.177-7.183, which defines CRIMINAL
OFFENSES for certain violations, including intentionally or knowingly making or causing to be made false material statements or
representations in this application, and TWC § 7.187, pertaining to C A A}TIES.

- ! ,
NAME: David Fuelleman SIGNATURE: A &i QQMMM DATE: \5‘9&' 771[@

Original Signature Required

T

TCEQ 10252 (Revised 04/08) PI-1-Forms
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and ‘
may be revised periodically. (APDG 5171 v9) . Page__ 8 of_ 8
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GAF e GAF ELK MATERIALS CORPORATION

“Leating The industry..,
AsOnef”

— 2600 Singleton Boulevard, Dallas, TX 75212 Tel: 214-637-1060

December 18, 2008
AR PERWTS OWISIOR

Air Permits Initial Review Team (APIRT)
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality DEL ! ¢ J008
12100 Park 35 Circle, Mail Code 161
Building C, Third Floor
Austin, TX 78753 s| RECEWED

RE: Permit Amendment Application
Building Materials Corporation of America - Dallas Plant - Dallas County
Permit No. 7711A
TCEQ Account No. DB-0378-S, CN 602717464, RN 100788959

Dear Sir or Madam:

Building Materials Corporation of America doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) owns
and operates an existing asphalt roofing production facility in Dallas, Texas (Dallas Plant). The Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) Account No. for the Dallas Plant is DB-0378-S. GAF
operates under TCEQ Customer Reference Number (CN) 602717464, and the Dallas Plant operates under
TCEQ Regulated Entity Reference Number (RN) 100788959.

Please find enclosed a New Source Review (NSR) Permit Amendment Application for the GAF Dallas
Plant. This permit amendment application is submitted in accordance with Title 30 of the Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) Chapter 116 and includes the TCEQ Form PI-1 (General Application for
Air Preconstruction Permits and Amendments) and supporting documentation. As demonstrated in the
enclosed permit amendment application, the proposed project meets all of the current applicable
regulatory requirements. The associated permit amendment fee has been sent under separate cover to the
TCEQ Revenue Section. A copy of the check is included in this application for your reference.

If you have any questions regarding this application, please feel free to me at (214) 637-8909 or Ms.
Christine Chambers of Trinity Consultants at (972) 661-8100.

Sincerely,

Doug is
Plant Engineer

cc: Mr. Tony Walker, TCEQ Regional Office 4
Mr. David Miller, City of Dallas, Air Pollution Control Program
Mr. David Fuelleman, GAF
Mr. Fred Bright, GAF
Ms. Christine M. Chambers, Trinity Consultants



SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Permit Number 7711 A

EMISSION STANDARDS AND FUEL SPECIFICATIONS

1.

Total emissions from these sources shall not exceed the values stated on the enclosed
table entitled “Emission Sources - Maximum Allowable Emission Rates.” The permitted
emission limits for all Emission Point Numbers (EPN5s) are based on 8,760 annual hours of
operation.

The fuel for this facility shall be pipeline sweet natural gas as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code Chapter 101 (30 TAC Chapter 101). Use of any other fuel shall require
prior written approval of the Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental

Quality (TCEQ).

FEDERAL APPLICABILITY

3.

The holder of this permit shall comply with all requirements of the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) regulations on Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources
promulgated for Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacture in Title 40 Code of
Federal Regulations Part 60 (40 CFR Part 60), Subparts A and UU.

OPACITY/VISIBLE EMISSION LIMITATIONS

4.

Opacity of emissions from the Electrostatic Precipitator (EPN 34), all dust collector stacks, all
process heater vents, and building vents shall not exceed 5 percent averaged over a six-minute
period as determined by the EPA Test Method (TM) 9 or equivalent. There shall be no
discharge into the atmosphere from any asphalt storage tank exhaust gases with opacity greater
than 0 percent except for one consecutive period in any 24-hour period when the transfer lines
are being blown for clearing.

No visible emissions from this facility operation, road, or travel area shall leave the property.
Visible emissions shall be determined by a standard of no visible emissions exceeding
30 seconds in duration in any six-minute period as determined using EPA TM 22 or equivalent.

OPERATIONAL LIMITATIONS AND WORK PRACTICES

6.

The company has represeﬁted the following to comply with all TCEQ rules and regulations:

A. All filler and backing material shall be received and transferred with no visible emissions
leaving the building.



SPECIAL CONDITIONS
Permit Number 7711A
Page 2

B. The emissions from blowing stills and in the following Stillyard Storage Tank Nos. T-8,
T-9, T-10, T-14, T-15, T-110, and T-120 containing asphalt shall be vented to the
thermal oxidizer.

C. The maximum allowable asphalt throughput rates are 24,886 pounds per hour (lbs/hr)
for Line 1, and 41,472 1bs/hr for Line 3.

D. The maximum allowable production rate for both Lines 1 and 3 is 171 tons per hour
(1,498,000 tons per year) of finished shingles.

7. An opacity violation or an odor nuisance condition, as confirmed by the TCEQ or any
local air pollution control program with jurisdiction, may be cause for additional controls.
If the nuisance condition persists, subsequent stack sampling may also be required.

8. All in-plant roads and areas subject to road vehicle traffic shall be paved with a cohesive hard
surface and cleaned, as necessary, to maintain compliance with the TCEQ rules and regulations
Unpaved work areas shall be sprayed with water and/or environmentally sensitive chemicals
upon detection of visible particulate matter (PM) emissions to maintain compliance with all
TCEQ rules and regulations.

—

9. The stack height of the Line 1 Cooling Section (EPN COOL1) shall be no less than 64 feet
measured from ground level. The stack height of the Line 3 Cooling Section (EPN COQOL3)
shall be no less than 73 feet measured from ground level. (10/09)

INITIAL DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE

10. Within 180 days after the inital issuance date of this permit, stack sampling of the
Electrostatic Precipitator (EPN 34) and the Boiler/Thermal Oxidizer Vent (EPN 8) for PM,
nitrogen oxides (NOy), sulfur dioxide (SO,), carbon monoxide (CO), and
volatile organic compounds (VOC) emissions shall occur to demonstrate compliance with the
allowable emissions set forth in this permit. Also within 180 days after the initial issuance of
this permit, stack sampling of the emissions from Line 1 cooling section (EPN COOL1) and
Line 3 cooling section (COOL3) shall occur to demonstrate compliance with the allowable
emissions set forth in this permit. Requests for additional time to perform sampling shall be
submitted in writing to the TCEQ Regional Office. Additional time to comply with any
applicable requirements of 40 CFR Part 60 requires EPA approval. Requests shall be submitted
in writing to the TCEQ Austin Compliance Support Division. (10/09)
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CONTINUOUS DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE

11.

Upon being informed by the TCEQ Executive Director that the staff has documented visible
emissions from EPNs listed in Special Condition No. 4 that exceed the opacity specified in
Special Condition No. 4, the holder of this permit shall conduct stack sampling analyses or other
tests to prove satisfactory abatement or process equipment performance and demonstrate
compliance with the PM and VOC allowables specified in the maximum allowable emission
rates table. Sampling must be conducted in accordance with appropriate procedures of the
TCEQ Sampling Procedures Manual or in accordance with applicable EPA Code of Federal
Regulations procedures. Any deviations from those procedures must be approved by the
TCEQ Executive Director prior to sampling.

SAMPLING REQUIREMENTS

12.

13.

14.

15.

Sampling ports and platform(s) shall be installed on the exhaust stack according to the
specifications set forth in the TCEQ Sampling Procedures Manual, “Chapter 2,
Stack Sampling Facilities” prior to stack sampling. Alternate sampling facility designs may be
submitted for approval by the TCEQ Executive Director.

The holder of this permit is responsible for providing sampling and testing facilities
and conducting the sampling and testing operations at their expense.

The plant shall operate at the maximum shingle production and raw material throughput
rates and operating parameters, represented in the confidential file, during stack emissions
testing being conducted for initial and/or continuing compliance demonstrations. Ifthe plantis
unable to operate at the maximum rates during initial compliance testing, then the
production/throughput rates or other parameter may be limited to the rates established during
testing. If stack testing was not accomplished at the maximum production/throughput rates,
then such testing may be required prior to actual operations at the maximum rates.

A pretest meeting concerning the required sampling and/or monitoring shall be held with
personnel from TCEQ before the required tests are performed. Air contaminants to be tested for
and test methods to be used shall be confirmed at this pretest meeting.

A. During a continuous compliance determination with Special Condition No. 11 stipulations,
sampling shall occur within 60 days of the written notification of violation from the TCEQ.

B. The TCEQ Regional Office shall be notified not less than 45 days prior to sampling to
schedule a pretest meeting. The notice to the TCEQ Regional Office shall include:
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(1) Date for pretest meeting.

(2) Date sampling will occur.

(3) Name of firm conducting sampling.

(4) Type of sampling equipment to be used.

(5) Method or procedure to be used in sampling.

The purpose of the pretest meeting is to review the necessary sampling and testing
procedures, to provide the proper data forms for recording pertinent data, and to review the
format procedures for submitting the test results.

C. Air contaminants to be tested for include (but are not limited to) PM, CO, SO,, NOy,
and VOC.

D. Copies of the final sampling report shall be submitted within 30 days after sampling is
completed. Sampling reports shall comply with the provisions of Chapter 14 of the
TCEQ Sampling Procedures Manual. The reports shall be distributed as follows: (10/09)

One copy to the TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office.

16. A written proposed description of any deviation from sampling procedures specified in
permit conditions or TCEQ or EPA sampling procedures shall be made available to the
TCEQ prior to the pretest meeting. The TCEQ Regional Office shall approve or disapprove
of any deviation from specified sampling procedures.

17. Requests to waive testing for any pollutant specified in the above special conditions
shall be submitted to the TCEQ Office of Permitting, Remediation, and Registration, Air

Permits Division.

RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENTS

18. Records shall be kept as specified in General Condition No. 7 and made available upon request
to the TCEQ or any air pollution control program having jurisdiction.

Dated October 12, 2009
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

Permit Number 7711A

This table lists the maximum allowable emission rates and all sources of air contaminants on the applicant’s property
covered by this permit. The emission rates shown are those derived from information submitted as part of the
application for permit and are the maximum rates allowed for these facilities. Any proposed increase in emission
rates may require an application for a modification of the facilities covered by this permit.

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**
STILLYARD OPERATION
HTR3 T-1 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NOy 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PMjj 0.01 0.02
CO 0.04 0.18
VOC 0.01 0.01
CECO1 T-1 and T-2 Laminating Adhesive VOC 0.03 0.17
Tanks CECO Filter Vent PMio 0.01 0.02
HTR4 T-2 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NOx 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PMjo 0.01 0.02
CoO 0.04 0.18
VOC 0.01 0.01
HTR 5 Asphalt Heater for T-14 and T-15 NOy 0.10 0.43
Coating Asphalt Storage Tank and SO, 0.01 0.01
Coating Asphalt Loop Feed Tank PM,y 0.01 0.03
' CO 0.08 0.36
voC 0.01 0.02
BLRS5 Standby Boiler Vent NOx 3.73 16.34
SO, 0.02 0.09
PM;o 0.28 1.23
CO 3.13 13.71

VOC 0.21 0.92
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES
AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**
8 Boiler and Thermal Oxidizer Vent NO4 0.72 3.16
Controlling Tanks T-8, T-9, T-10, SO, 0.73 3.18
T-14, T-15, T-110, T-120, and PM;o 5.00 21.90
Blowstills T-13 and T-26 CO 1.26 5.53
vOC 0.09 0.37
COMMON TO LINE 1 AND LINE 3
34 Electrostatic Precipitator (for VOC 5.76 25.23
Line 1 and 3) Stack PMyo 3.43 15.02
98 : Rail 2 Stack PMyo 4.63 4.59
vOC 0.51 0.51
LINE NO. 1 OPERATION
1-1 Line 1 Stabilizer Storage and PM;o 0.23 1.01
Heater Baghouse Stack
1-3 Line 1 Stabilizer Use Bin PMjq 0.03 0.13
Baghouse Stack
1-4 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PMyo 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 1
1-5 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PMj 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 2
1-6 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PM;o 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 3
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES
AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) 1b/hr TPY**
HTR1 Line 1 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid NO, 0.20 0.86
Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PM;, 0.02 0.07
(6[0) 0.17 0.72
VOC 0.01 0.05
HTR2 " Line 1 Thermal Fluid Heater Vent NO, 0.20 0.86
SO, 0.01 0.01
PMio 0.02 0.07
CO 0.17 0.72
VOC 0.01 0.05
COOL1(total 3 stks)  Line No. 1 Cooling Section VOC 1.65 7.23
Exhaust PMio 4.00 17.52
LINE 3 OPERATION
25 Sand Application Baghouse Stack PMjy 3.86 16.91
26A Stabilizer Storage Baghouse Stack PM;y 0.15 0.70
26B Stabilizer Storage Baghouse Stack PM; 0.29 1.26
27 Stabilizer Heater Baghouse Stack PMio 0.09 0.40
28 Asphalt Heater Vent NO, 0.59 2.60
SO, <0.01 0.02
PMio 0.04 0.20
(6{0) 0.50 2.20

VOC 0.03 0.10
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) 1b/hr TPY**
30 Hot Oil Heater Vent NO, 0.27 1.20
(Thermal Fluid Heater) SO, <0.01 0.01
PMjo 0.02 0.10
CO 0.23 1.00
vOC 0.01 0.04
FUG1 Plantwide Fugitive Emissions (4) vVOC 0.43 1.88
PMo 0.91 3.97
COOL3 (total 3 stks) Line 3 Cooling Section (3 Exhaust) VOC 2.76 12.09
Fumes from Asphalt Coater PMio 6.00 26.30
HTR6 Line 3 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid NO, 0.60 2.58
Heater Vent SO, <0.01 0.02
PMjq 0.05 0.20
CO 0.49 2.16
vOC 0.03 0.14

(1) Emission point identification - either specific equipment designation or emission point number from a plot plan.
(2) Specific point source names. For fugitive sources, use an area name or fugitive source name.
(3) NOx - total oxides of nitrogen
SO, - sulfur dioxide
PM;o - particulate matter (PM) equal to or less than 10 microns in diameter. Where PM is not listed, it shall
be assumed that no particulate matter greater than 10 microns is emitted.
CO - carbon monoxide
VOC - volatile organic compounds as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 101.1
(4) Fugitive emissions are an estimate only.




Permit Number 7711A

Page 5
EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES
AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) 1b/hr TPY**

*  Emission rates are based on and the facilities are limited by the following maximum operating schedule:

24 Hrs/day _7 Days/week _52 Weeks/year or _8,760 Hrs/year

**  Compliance with annual emission limits is based on a rolling 12-month period.

Maximum allowable Asphalt Throughput Rate: Line 1 at 24,886 1bs/hour
Line 3 at 41,472 lbs/hour

Maximum Allowable Production Rate (Line 1 plus Line 3): 171 tons/hour of finished shingles
1,498,000 tons/year of finished shingles

Dated January 26, 2009




Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Chairman
Buddy Garcia, Commissioner

Carlos Rubinstein, Commissioner
Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

August 20, 2010
MR DOUG HARRIS
ENGINEERING MANAGER
BUILDING MATERIAL CORPORATION OF AMERICAN
2006 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Permit Number: 7711A
Building Materials Corporation of America
Asphalt Roofing Production Facility
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN602717464
Account Number: DB-0378-S

Dear Mr. Hunter:

This letter is your notice that the executive director has issued final approval of the
above-referenced application. According to Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 50.135
(30 TAC § 50.135), the approval became effective on August 20, 2010, the date the executive
director signed the permit. Enclosed is a copy of the executive director’s response to comments.

You may file 2 motion to overturn with the Office of the Chief Clerk. A motion to overturn is a
request for the Commission to review the executive director’s decision. Any motion must explain
why the Commission should review the executive director’s decision. According to 30 TAC
§ 50.139, an action by the executive director is not affected by a motion to overturn filed under
this section unless expressly ordered by the commission.

A motion to overturn must be received by the Chief Clerk within 23 days after the date of this
letter. An original and 11 copies of a motion must be filed with the chief clerk in person, or by
mail to the chief clerk’s address on the attached mailing list. On the same day the motion is
transmitted to the chief clerk, please provide copies to the applicant, the executive director’s
attorney and the Public Interest Counsel at the addresses listed on the attached mailing list. If a
motion to overturn is not acted on by the Commission within 45 days after the date of this letter,
then the motion shall be deemed overruled.

You may also request judicial review of the executive director’s approval. According to Texas
Health and Safety Code § 382.032, a person affected by the executive director’s approval must
file a petition appealing the executive director’s approval in Travis County district court within

P.O. Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 + 512-239-1000 « Internet address: www.tceq.state.tx.us

How is our customer service? ~www.tceq.state.tx.us/goto/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



Mr. David Hunter
Page 2
August 20, 2010

Re: Permit Number 7711A

30 days after the effective date of the approval. Even if you request judicial review, you still
must exhaust your administrative remedies, which includes filing a motion to overturn in
accordance with the previous paragraphs.

Individual members of the public may seek further information by calling the Texas Commission
on Environmental Quality Office of Public Assistance, toll free at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

LaDonna Castafiuela
Office of the Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

JG/kp
Enclosures

cc: Latha Kambham, Ph.D., Consultant, Trinity Consultants, Dallas
Ms. Christine M. Otto Chambers, Consultant, Trinity Consultants, Dallas
Section Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Environmental and Health
Services, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Fort Worth

Project Number: 143272

T

T

1T




M lL.ARLER N i N

FVEa |

IR AR LML oL AR UL TTTTTVECE D L ST

M T AT RN IV PR TR IO YT T Y P 1T

| RUSSEINARIEEE BN N 1L}

N

MAILING LIST FOR PERMIT NUMBER: 7711A

FOR THE APPLICANT:

Mr. David Fuellerman

Plant Manager

Building Materials Corporation of America
2600 Singleton Boulevard

Dallas, Texas 75212-3738

PROTESTANTS/INTERESTED PERSONS:

See Attached List

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:

Ms. Erin Selvera

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Environmental Law Division, MC-173

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR OFFICE OF PUBLIC ASSISTANCE:

M:s. Bridget Bohac

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Public Assistance, MC-108

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK:

Ms. LaDonna Castafinela

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Dallas County

Mr. Javier Galvan, P.E.

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Permitting and Registration

Air Permits Division, MC-163

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL.:

Mr. Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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APPLICATION BY BEFORE THE CHER CLERS Gk
BUILDING MATERIALS
CORPORATION OF AMERICA
ASPHALT ROOFING PRODUCTION
FACILITY

DALLAS, DALLAS COUNTY

TEXAS COMMISSION ON
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the commission or
TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the New Source Review
Authorization application and Executive Director’s preliminary decision.

As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.156, before an application is
approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or
significant comments. The Office of Chief Clerk timely received comment letters from the
following persons: David Hunter. This Response addresses all timely public comments
received, whether or not withdrawn. If you need more information about this permit application
or the permitting process please call the TCEQ Office of Public Assistance at 1-800-687-4040.
General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at www.tceq.state.tx.us.

BACKGROUND

Description of Facilities

Building Materials Corporation of America (the Applicant) has applied to the TCEQ for a New
Source Review Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.0518. Air Quality
Permit Number 7711A will authorize the modification of an existing facility that may emit air
contaminants.

This permit will authorize the Applicant to modify existing operations to resolve deviations
discovered as a result of stack testing. The Applicant will also be consolidating by
incorporation, Standard Permit Registration No. 81652 as part of the amendment, and correcting
permit representations for existing facilities and for facilities that no longer exist at the plant site.
All permit changes will reflect current operating conditions for all permitted facilities at the site.
There are no proposed production rate increases for asphalt shingles, physical modifications to
existing facilities, or new construction of facilities. Building Materials Corporation of America
has requested to increase asphalt throughput rates for Lines 1 and 3. However the increase in
asphalt throughput will not result in an increase in the production (output) of asphalt shingles.
The facilities are located at 2600 Singleton Blvd., Dallas, Dallas County. Contaminants
authorized under this permit include particulate matter, including particulate matter less than 10
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microns in diameter and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM/PM,¢/PM, ),
sulfur dioxide (SO.), volatile organic compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide (CO), and nitrogen
oxides (NOy).

Proqedural Background

Before work is begun on the modification of an existing facility that may emit air contaminants,
the person planning the modification must obtain a permit amendment from the commission.
This permit application is amendment of Air Quality Permit Number 7711A.

The permit application was received on December 19, 2008, and declared administratively
complete on January 14, 2009. The Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an Air Quality Permit
(NORI or first public notice) for this permit application was published on February 5, 2009, in
English in the Dallas Observer and in Spanish in EI Extra. The Notice of Application and
Preliminary Decision (NAPD or second public notice) for this permit application was published
on March 11, 2010 in English in the Dallas Observer, and in Spanish in El Extra. Since this
application was administratively complete after September 1, 1999, this action is subject to the
procedural requirements adopted in accordance with House Bill 801, 76th Legislature, 1999.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

COMMENT 1: Commenter believes that air emissions from the plant may be causing, or have
already caused, health-related illnesses that may be linked to cancer and other diseases. (David
Hunter)

RESPONSE 1: Section 382.002 of the TCAA authorizes the commission to safeguard the state’s
air resources from pollution by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air
contaminants, consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare and physical
property including aesthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and maintenance of
adequate visibility. The commission does not regulate on-site worker health, but rather ambient
(off-property) air. Criteria pollutants are those pollutants for which a National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) has been established. The U.S. EPA, under authority in the Federal
Clean Air Act (FCAA), established NAAQS as levels of air quality to protect public health and
welfare. The plant will continue to emit PM, including PM;¢ and PM, 5, SO,, VOCs, CO, and
NOgx as the criteria pollutants. The NAAQS include both primary and secondary standards. The
primary standards are those which the Administrator of the EPA determines are necessary, with
an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health, including sensitive members of the
population such as children, the elderly, and individuals with existing lung or cardiovascular
conditions. Secondary NAAQS standards are those which the Administrator determines are
necessary to protect the public welfare and the environment, including animals, crops,
vegetation, and buildings, from any known or anticipated adverse affects associated with the
presence of an air contaminant in the ambient air. Every permit holder must comply with federal
and state standards established for these pollutants to ensure the protectiveness of public health
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and welfare. The TCAA requires that the Applicant demonstrate use of best available control
technology (BACT) and that the emissions are not detrimental to public health and welfare.

In the review of this application, the proposed emission changes were evaluated, and it was
determined that when the plant operates in compliance with its permit, it is not expected that
existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be adverse health impacts from emission
of PM, including PM;¢ and PMy s, SOz, VOCs, CO, and NOx. The Applicant will continue to
use abatement devices and methods that meet, and in some cases exceed BACT criteria, for
asphalt processing and asphalt roofing facilities with consideration given to economic
reasonableness and technical practicality. All emissions are vented to an incinerator that will
capture and destroy PM/PM;¢/PM3 s, VOC, and hazardous air pollutants with greater than ninety-
five percent efficiency. A review of the RACT/BACT/ LAER Clearinghouse (RBLC), a database
of nationwide permitted facilities was conducted to determine associated permitied emission
limits and methods of abatement for similar sources. The review of the RBLC for asphalt
processing and asphalt roofing plants resulted in one plant located in Ohio. The entry for the
Ohio plant did show controls for abatement of PM/PM,q, CO, and VOC. However, the review
resulted in no other existing similar stationary source employing abatement devices or methods
for control of SO,. Evaluation of the permitted limits for CO, VOC, and NOx from the Ohio
plant indicates the Applicant's proposed limits are lower than those listed in the RBLC for the
Ohio plant for these pollutants. Although the Applicant's proposed limit of PM/PM)o 1s higher
than the limits listed for the Ohio plant, the Applicant's proposed emission reduction plan for
PM/PM,, meets or exceeds BACT of recently reviewed and approved permits for abatement of
PM/PM;, from similar sources of emissions in the same industry type. Therefore, the Applicant’s
proposed emission limits represent BACT for all pollutants.

When necessary, the Toxicology Division reviews the non-criteria pollutants emitted from the
proposed facility, comparing the facility’s proposed emissions to Effects Screening Levels
(ESLs). ESLs are constituent-specific guideline concentrations used in the Executive Director’s
effects evaluation of constituent concentrations in air. These guidelines are derived by TCEQ’s
Toxicology Division and are based on a constituent’s potential to cause adverse health effects,
odor nuisances, vegetation effects, or materials damage (e.g. corrosion). These health-based
screening levels are set at levels lower than levels reported to produce adverse health effects, and
are set to protect the general public, including sensitive subgroups such as children, the elderly,
or people with existing respiratory conditions. Adverse health or welfare effects are not
expected to occur if the air concentration of a constituent is below its ESL. If an air
concentration of a constituent is above the screening level, it is not necessarily indicative that an
adverse effect will occur, but rather that further evaluation is warranted. ESLs are established
considering a generous safety factor to protect not only the general public, but also sensitive
members of the general public. In the review of this application, the proposed health effects of
asphalt vapors were evaluated, and it was determined that when the plant operates in compliance
with its permit, it is not expected that existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be
adverse health impacts from emissions of asphalt vapors.
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Permit applications for new construction or modifications may be required to include an air
quality analysis, which may include air dispersion modeling, to allow the TCEQ staff to evaluate
the impact of emissions from the proposed facility upon the health, general welfare, and property
of the public and for the Applicant to demonstrate compliance with all air quality rules and
regulations and the intent of the TCAA. In this case, refined atmospheric dispersion modeling
submitted in support of this application demonstrated that no cumulative concentration of any air
contaminant will exceed any NAAQS established for criteria pollutants or any ESLs established
for non-criteria pollutants. Appropriate background concentrations for criteria pollutants were
retrieved from monitoring stations near the plant site to determine total concentrations for
comparison against the NAAQS. Additional Toxicology review of the non-criteria pollutant
(asphalt vapors, a class of VOCs) was unnecessary because the total concentration was less than
the ESL.

Results of the air dispersion modeling conducted by the applicant indicate the project’s modeled
maximum ground level concentration (GLCpg) for 24-hour PMlo is 68pg/m> which is above the
24-hour PMo de minimis concentration threshold of 5pg/m®. In accordance with TCEQ Air
Quality Modeling Guidelines, the next step requires the addition of the appropriate background
concentration. In this case, 56;,Lg/m was added to the modeled concentration, resulting in a PM;q
GLCax concentratlon value of 124p,g/m which is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of
150pg/m’.

Results of the air dispersion modeling mdlcate the project’s modeled GLCyax for annual PM;g
emissions were predlcted to be 18ug/m’, which is above the PM,o de minimis concentration
threshold of 1pg/m®, and thus guidance requires the addition of the appropriate background
concentration. In this case, the appropnate background concentratlon of SOug/rn3 was added to
the modeled annual GLCray, resultmg in a value of 48;.Lg/m which is lower than the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 50pg/m’.

Results of the air d15per31on modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpgy for l-hour NO; to
be 83pg/m’, which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of 10pg/m®, and thus
guidance requires the addition of the appropnate background concentration. The appropriate
background concentration of 103;,Lg/m was added, resulting in a maxxmum concentration of
186ug/m This value is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of 188ug/m’.

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpax for annual NO; to
be 14pg/m?>, which is above the de mzmmzs concentration threshold of 1pg/m®. The appropriate
background concentration of 30pg/m> was added to the modeled value at the GLCugy location,
resulting in a maximum conccmratlon of 44pg/m>. This value is below the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 100pg/m’.

To address the state property line standard for SO,, the modeled 1-hour concentration was used
as a surrogate for comparison against the 30- mmute standard. Since there is no de minimis
value, the GLCpax modeled value of 676pg/m® was compared directly against the TCEQ
standard of 1,021 ua/m and found to be lower.
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Results of the air d1spers1on modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpax for 3-hour SO, was
found to be 332pg/m’® which is above the de minimis concentratlon threshold of 25ug/m

Therefore, the appropriate background concentration of 24pg/m’® was added, resulting in a
maximum conccntratxon of 556pg/m®. This value is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of

1,300pg/m

Results of the air dxspersmn modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCax for 24-hour SO, to
be 379p.g/m which is above the de minimis concentratlon threshold of 5pg/m®. Therefore, the
appropriate background concentration of 13 uO/m was added to the modeled value at the GLCrax
location, resulting in a mammum concentration of 342ug/m>. This value is below the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 365 ng/m’,

Results of the air dlspcrsmn modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCrax for annual SO, to
be 39pg/m which is above the de minimis concentratlon threshold of 1;,Lg/m Therefore, the
appropriate background concentration of 3pg/m’ was added to the modeled value at the GLCax
location, resulting in a mammum concentration of 4'7ug/m This value is below the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 80pg/m’.

Asphalt vapors from the facilities and operating procedure were evaluated on a short-term and a
long-term basis for comparison to the ESL. On a 1-hour basis, the modeled value at the GLCrax
location was found to be 336ug o/m>. This value is below the TCEQ Toxicology Division’s ESL
of 350;,Lg/m required for protection of public health, general welfare, and physical property,
including the aesthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and the maintenance of adequate
v131b1111y On an annual basis, the modeled value at the GLCyax location was found to be
25pg/m>. This value is also below the TCEQ Toxicology Section’s ESL of 35 pg/m? required for
protection of public health, general welfare, and physical property, including the aesthetic
enjoyment of air resources by the public and the maintenance of adequate visibility.

All other contaminants were evaluated to be below the respective de minimis levels
corresponding to the contaminant and the time averaging period required by the NAAQS to
determine protectiveness.

In addition to meeting the above federal and state standards and guidelines, applicants must
comply with 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits nuisance conditions. Specifically, that rule states
that "no person shall discharge from any source" air contaminants which are or may "tend to be
injurious to or adversely affect human health or welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property, or
as to interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of animal life, vegetation, or property." As
long as the facilities at the plant are operated in compliance with the terms of the permit,
nuisance conditions or conditions of air pollution are not expected.

Individuals are encouraged to report any concerns about nuisance issues or suspected
noncompliance with terms of any permit or other environmental regulation by contacting the
TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office at 817-588-5800 or by calling the 24-hour toll-free
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Environmental Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-3186. If the plant is found to be out of
compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit, it will be subject to possible
enforcement action. Citizen-collected evidence may be used in such an action. See 30 TAC §
70.4, Enforcement Action Using Information Provided by Private Individual, for details on
gathering and reporting such evidence. The TCEQ has procedures in place for accepting
environmental complaints from the general public but now has a new tool for bringing potential
environmental problems to light. Under the citizen-collected evidence program, individuals can
provide information on possible violations of environmental law and the information can be used
by the TCEQ to pursue enforcement. In this program, citizens can become involved and may
eventually testify at a hearing or trial concerning the violation. For additional information, see
the TCEQ publication, “Do You Want to Report an Environmental Problem? Do You Have
Information or Evidence?” This booklet is available in English and Spanish from the TCEQ
Publications office at 512-239-0028, and may be downloaded from the agency website at
www.tceq.state.tx.us (under Publications, search for document no. 278).

CHANGES MADE IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT
No changes to the draft permit have been made in response to public comment.
Respectfully submitted,
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

Stephanie Bergeron Perdue, Deputy Director
Environmental Law Division

Erin Selve%ﬁozt‘;;y
Environmental Law Division
State Bar Number 24043385
PO Box 13087, MC 173

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
(512) 239-6033

REPRESENTING THE ,
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE
TEXAS COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
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| (8/20/2010) Javier Galvan - Re: Update for GA\

F - Permit No. 7711A

Page 1|

® ()

From: "Rod Johnson" <RJohnson@brownmccarroll.com>

To: <JGalvan@tceq.state.tx.us>

CC: <dharris@gaf.com>, <FBright@gaf.com>, <CChambers@trinityconsultants.com>...
Date: 8/20/2010 10:49 AM

Subject: Re: Update for GAF - Permit No. 7711A

Thanks! If there are any questions you or Mike can't answer off the top
of your heads, or you need to locate a document, please let us know and
we will assist.

| wilt touch base with Stephanie in a little bit. GAF really appreciates
this last minute push and your help.

Thanks again.
Rod

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication is intended only for the use
of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain

information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure

under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient of this

information, you are notified that any use, dissemination,

distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited.

—-Original Message——-

From: "Javier Galvan" <JGalvan@tceq.state.tx.us>

To: Johnson, Rod <RJohnson@brownmccarroll.com>

Cc: Chambers, Christine <CChambers@trinityconsultants.com>
Cc: Kambham, Latha <LKambham@trinityconsuitants.com>

Sent: 8/20/2010 10:38:47 AM
Subject: Update for GAF - Permit No. 7711A

Rod,

I just got the re-typed final package back from our document processors,
and | just handed-over the final package, with all corrections,

comments, changes incorporated, to the section manager. Theoretically
there should be no more changes, and it should make its way over to the
division director some time shortly. M. Gould informed me this morning
that the director had no objections to what you all had represented as
supporting arguments/evidence for the HAPs issue; therefore, it should
be signed today. | will check the status periodically, but | imagine

that you could also call the section manager to ensure that the final
package travels to the director's desk today to be signed, i.e. if more
changes or questions are to be made, that we (the team leader and I) can
address them appropriately and quickly. To my knowledge, no further
comments exist, from either the section manager or the division

director. Thanks.

Javier
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From: Javier Galvan
To: Johnson, Rod
| Date: 8/20/2010 10:38 AM
Subject: Update for GAF - Permit No. 7711A
CC: Chambers, Christine; Kambham, Latha

Rod,

| I just got the re-typed final package back from our document processors, and I just handed-over the final
package, with all corrections, comments, changes incorporated, to the section manager. Theoretically there
should be no more changes, and it should make its way over to the division director some time shortly. M.
Gould informed me this morning that the director had no objections to what you all had represented as
supporting arguments/evidence for the HAPs issue; therefore, it should be signed today. I will check the status
| periodically, but I imagine that you could also call the section manager to ensure that the final package travels
to the director's desk today to be signed, i.e. if more changes or questions are to be made, that we (the team
leader and I) can address them appropriately and quickly. To my knowledge, no further comments exist, from
either the section manager or the division director. Thanks.

Javier

file://C:\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C6ESB37TNRDOM30OAQPO1001767564172A0... 8/20/2010
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Javier Galvan - GAF (BMCA) Acceptance of dra

ft permit GAF - Permit No. 7711A

From: "Rod Johnson" <RJohnson@brownmccarroll.com>

To: <jGalvan@tceq.state.tx.us>

Date: 8/19/2010 4:21 PM

Subject: GAF (BMCA) Acceptance of draft permit GAF - Permit No. 7711A
CC: "Bright, Fred" <FBright@gaf.com>, "Chambers, Christine"

<CChambers@trinityconsultants.com>, "Harris, Doug" <dharris@gaf.com>, "Kambham,
Latha" <LKambham@trinityconsultants.com>, <mgould@tceq.state.tx.us>,
<showell@tceq.state.tx.us>

Attachments: 0812-2009 Email_HAP Emissions_1.pdf; CND - Building Materials Corporation of America
(7711A) (amend)_1.doc; HAP Emissions Summary (081109)_1.pdf; 0812-2009 Email_HAP
Emissions_1.pdf; CND - Building Materials Corporation of America (7711A) (amend)_1.doc;
HAP Emissions Summary (081109)_1.pdf

Dear Mr. Galvan,

In order to expedite and finalize the issuance of the amendment to Permit No. 7711A, BMCA / GAF accepts the
revised draft sent earlier today.

We understand APD has a question as to the source of the HAP emissions projections. As provided to TCEQ
previously (see Attached), the calculations were based on (1) proposed through put rates in the amended
permit and (2) data collected by EPA in preparation to establish MACT and Area Source standards under Part
63. The GAF plant is an area source and subject to 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart AAAAAAA. Under Subpart "7A",
testing for HAPs will be required and submitted to TCEQ.

As to increases in HAP emissions associated with proposed throughput changes, there is no change in annual
throughput, only short term throughput to correct an error in the permit. Therefore the annual limit does not
change.

This permit amendment is part of an Agreed Order requirement for which BMCA has had to ask for multiple

extensions. On behalf of BMCA, I respectfully request that the final permit be issued no later than Friday,
August 20, 2010.

We are available to speak with you and TCEQ management tomorrow_morning to iron out any last issues. If
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact any one of us copied on this email.

Thank you for your prompt assistance.
Best Regards,

Rod

Rod Johnson
Partner
Brown McCarroil, L.L.P.

file://C:\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C6D5A04 TNRDOM30OAQPO100176756417295... 8/20/2010
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111 Congress Avenue, Suite 1400, Austin, TX 78701
office: 512-479-11125 | mobile: 512-636-6601 | fax: 512-479-1101

www.brownmccarroll.com | rjohnson@brownmccarroll.com | bio

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The following message may constitute a confidential attorney-client communication. It is not
intended for transmission to, or receipt by, any unauthorized persons. If you have received this communication in error,
do not read it. Please delete it from your system without copying it, and notify the sender by reply e-mail or phone, so
that our address record can be corrected.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: Any federal tax advice expressed above was neither written nor intended by the
sender of this firm to be used and cannot be used by any taxpayer for the purpose of avoiding penalties that
may be imposed under U.S. tax law. If any person uses or refers to any such tax advice in promoting,
marketing, or recommending a partnership or other entity, investment plan, or arrangement to any
taxpayer, then the advice should be considered to have been written to support the promotion or marketing
by a person other than the sender or this firm of that transaction or matter, and such taxpayer should seek
advice based on the taxpayer's particular circumstances from an independent tax advisor.

file://CA\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C6D5A04 TNRDOM30OAQPO100176756417295... 8/20/2010
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: Christine Chambers/Trinity Consultants  08/12/2009 09:38 AM
To: "Javier Galvan" <JGalvan@tceq.state.tx.us>

cc: "Doug Harris" <dharris@gaf.com>, Latha Kambham/Trinity Consultants@TCI_Dallas
Project: GAF Materials Corporation 084401.0087 / 084401.0088

Subject: Building Materials - NSR No. 7711A: Follow-Up ltems

Javier,

Per our July 17, 2009 call related to the GAF Materials Draft NSR Permit No. 7711A (see attached),
please find below the last follow-up items. If you would like to discuss these further, please let us know.

Thank you,
Christine

NESHAP LLLLL Determination: GAF Dallas Plant is not a major source of HAPs

Please find attached site-wide HAP emissions calculations for the GAF Dallas Plant demonstrating
the site is a minor source of HAPs. Emission from Natural Gas Combustion are calculated based on
potential annual natural gas usage and emission factors obtained from AP-42 Section 1.4. Natural
Gas Combustion. Emissions from all other asphalt related operations are calculated based on the
potential annual asphalt throughput rates and emission factors obtained from the Asphalt Roofing
Manufacturer's Association (ARMA) and EPA stack sampling program for MACT Standards
(summary of sampling results). Since these emission factors are not published, and we can not
confirm their absolute accuracy, GAF believes they are significantly accurate to demonstrate the site
is a minor source for HAP and GAF therefore submits these values solely for that purpose and to
demonstrate the site's emission limitations are not subject to Sec. 112 MACT requirements.

Special Condition 7.B. Proposed Special Condition wording based on outlet concentration .

The control efficiency of the thermal oxidizer is not used as the basis for the proposed emission rates
and as such, GAF is requesting that the wording for Special Condition 7.B. track the language of
TCEQ's 30 TAC Chapter 115.122 requirements by using an outlet concentration. " 7he thermal
oxidizer shall be operated and maintained to achieve a minimum VOC control efficiency of at least
90% or to a VOC concentration of no more than 20 parts per million by volume (ppmv) (on a dry basis
corrected to 3.0% oxygen)."

e  Current Draft Special Condition Verbiage:
7.B. The emissions from Stillyard Storage Tank Nos. T-1, T-2, T-8, T-9, T-10,
T-14, T-15, T-110, and T-120 containing asphalt, from Blowing Stills T-13 and
T-26, from truck and railcar loading and unloading operations, and from the
self-seal asphalt storage tank shall be vented to the thermal oxidizer. The
thermal oxidizer shall be operated and maintained to achieve a minimum VOC
control efficiency of 98 percent. (8/09)

e  Proposed Draft Special Condition Verbiage:
7.B. The emissions from Stillyard Storage Tank Nos. T-1, T-2, T-8, T-9, T-10, T-14,
T-15, T-110, and T-120 containing asphalt, from Blowing Stills T-13 and T-26, from
truck and railcar loading and unloading operations, and from the self-seal asphalt
storage tank shall be vented to the thermal oxidizer. The thermal oxidizer shall be
operated and maintained to achieve a VOC concentration of no more than 20 parts
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Christine M. Otto Chambers
Managing Consultant

Trinity Consultants

(972) 661-8100 Phone

(972) 385-9203 Fax
cchambers@trinityconsultants.com
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Permit Number 7711A

EMISSION STANDARDS AND FUEL SPECIFICATIONS

1.

Total emissions from these sources shall not exceed the values stated on the enclosed
table entitled “Emission Sources - Maximum Allowable Emission Rates.” The permitted
emission limits for all emission point numbers (EPNs), with the exception of the Standby
Boiler (EPN BLR 5), are based on 8,760 annual hours of operation. The permitted emission
limits for EPN BLR 5 are based on 480 annual hours of operation. (8/09)

Fuel for the facilities shall be pipeline sweet natural gas as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code Chapter 101 (30 TAC Chapter 101). Use of any other fuel shall
require prior written approval of the Executive Director of the Texas Commission
on Environmental Quality (TCEQ).

The holder of this permit shall comply with all requirements of the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) regulations on Standards of Performance for New Stationary
Sources (NSPS), promulgated in Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60 (40 CFR 60),
for Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacture in Subpart UU, for Small
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units in Subpart Dc, and with the
General Provisions set forth in Subpart A. (8/09)

OPACITY/VISIBLE EMISSION LIMITATIONS

4.

Opacity of emissions from the coalescing filter mist systems (EPN CFL/34), the
electrostatic precipitator (EPN CFL/34) when used as a back-up control device for the filter
mist systems, all dust collector stacks, all process heater vents, and building vents shall not
exceed 5 percent averaged over a six-minute period as determined by EPA Test Method
(TM) 9 or equivalent. (8/09)

Opacity of emissions from any asphalt storage tank exhaust gases discharged into the
atmosphere shall not exceed zero percent averaged over a six-minute period as determined
by EPA TM 9 or equivalent, except for one consecutive 15-minute period in any 24-hour
period when the transfer lines are being blown for clearing. The control device shall not be
bypassed during this 15-minute period. Opacity of emissions from any blowing still shall
not exceed zero percent averaged over a six-minute period as determined by EPA TM 9 or
equivalent. Opacity of emissions from any storage silo and mineral handling facility shall
not exceed one percent averaged over a six-minute period as determined by EPA TM 9 or
equivalent. (8/09)

No visible emissions from this asphalt processing and asphalt roofing
manufacturing operation, road, or travel area shall leave the property. Visible emissions



SPECIAL CONDITIONS
Permit Number 7711A
Page Number 2

shall be determined by a standard of no visible emissions exceeding 30 seconds in duration
in any six-minute period as determined using EPA TM 22 or equivalent. (8/09)

OPERATIONAL LIMITATIONS AND WORK PRACTICES

7.

10.

The company has represented the following to comply with all TCEQ rules and regulations:

A. All filler and backing material shall be received and transferred with no visible
emissions from these materials leaving the building. (8/09)

B. The emissions from Stillyard Storage Tank Nos. T-1, T-2, T-8, T-9, T-10, T-14, T-15,
T-110, and T-120 containing asphalt, from Blowing Stills T-13 and T-26, from truck
and railcar loading and unloading operations, and from the self-seal asphalt storage tank
shall be vented to the thermal oxidizer. The thermal oxidizer shall be operated and
maintained to achieve a minimum VOC control efficiency of 98 percent. (8/09)

C. The maximum allowable asphalt throughput rates are 32,063 pounds per hour (Ibs/hr)
for Line 1 and 53,438 lbs/hr for Line 3. (8/09)

D. The maximum allowable production rate for both Line 1 and Line 3 is 171 tons per hour
and 1,498,000 tons per year of finished shingles. (8/09)

An opacity violation or an odor nuisance condition, as confirmed by the TCEQ or any
local air pollution control program with jurisdiction, may be cause for additional controls.
If the nuisance condition persists, subsequent stack sampling may also be required.

All in-plant roads and areas subject to road vehicle traffic shall be paved with a cohesive
hard surface and cleaned, as necessary, to maintain compliance with the TCEQ rules and
regulations Unpaved work areas shall be sprayed with water and/or environmentally
sensitive chemicals upon detection of visible particulate matter (PM) emissions to maintain
compliance with all TCEQ rules and regulations.

There shall be no changes in representations unless the permit is altered or amended. (8/09)

INITIAL DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE

11.

Within 180 days after the issuance date of this permit, stack sampling of the Electrostatic
Precipitator (EPN 34) and the Boiler/Thermal Oxidizer Vent (EPN 8) for PM, nitrogen
oxides (NOy), sulfur dioxide (SO,), carbon monoxide (CO), and volatile organic compounds
(VOC) emissions shall occur to demonstrate compliance with the allowable emissions set
forth in this permit. Also within 180 days after the issuance of this permit, stack sampling
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of the emissions from Line 1 cooling section (EPN COOL1) and Line 3 cooling section
(COOL3) shall occur to demonstrate compliance with the allowable emissions set forth in
this permit. Requests for additional time to perform sampling shall be submitted to the
TCEQ Regional Office. Additional time to comply with any applicable requirements of
40 CFR Part 60 requires EPA approval, and requests shall be submitted to the TCEQ
Austin Compliance Support Division.

CONTINUOUS DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE

12.

Upon being informed by the TCEQ Executive Director that the staff has documented visible
emissions that exceed the opacity limits specified in Special Condition Nos. 4 and 5, the
holder of this permit shall conduct stack sampling analyses or other tests to prove
satisfactory abatement or process equipment performance and demonstrate compliance with
the PM and VOC allowables specified in the maximum allowable emission rates table.
Sampling must be conducted in accordance with appropriate procedures of the TCEQ
Sampling Procedures Manual or in accordance with applicable EPA Code of Federal
Regulations procedures. Any deviations from those procedures must be approved by the
TCEQ Executive Director prior to sampling. (8/09)

Possible additional testing for the thermal oxidizer

SAMPLING REQUIREMENTS

13.

14.

15.

Sampling ports and platform(s) shall be installed on the exhaust stack according to the
specifications set forth in the TCEQ Sampling Procedures Manual, “Chapter 2, Stack
Sampling Facilities” prior to stack sampling. Alternate sampling facility designs may be
submitted for approval by the TCEQ Executive Director.

The holder of this permit is responsible for providing sampling and testing facilities
and conducting the sampling and testing operations at their expense.

The plant shall operate at the maximum shingle production and raw material throughput
rates and operating parameters, represented in the confidential file, during stack emissions
testing being conducted for initial and/or continuing compliance demonstrations. If the
plant is unable to operate at the maximum rates during initial compliance testing, then the
production/throughput rates or other parameter may be limited to the rates established
during testing. If stack testing was not accomplished at the maximum
production/throughput rates, then such testing may be required prior to actual operations at
the maximum rates.
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16. A pretest meeting concerning the required sampling and/or monitoring shall be held with
personnel from TCEQ before the required tests are performed. Air contaminants to be
tested for and test methods to be used shall be confirmed at this pretest meeting.

17.

18.

A.

During a continuous compliance determination with Special Condition No. 11
stipulations, sampling shall occur within 60 days of the written notification of violation
from the TCEQ.

The TCEQ Regional Office shall be notified not less than 45 days prior to sampling to
schedule a pretest meeting. The notice to the TCEQ Regional Office shall include:

(1) Date for pretest meeting.

(2) Date sampling will occur.

(3) Name of firm conducting sampling.

(4) Type of sampling equipment to be used.

(5) Method or procedure to be used in sampling.

The purpose of the pretest meeting is to review the necessary sampling and testing
procedures, to provide the proper data forms for recording pertinent data, and to review
the format procedures for submitting the test results.

Air contaminants to be tested for include (but are not limited to) PM, CO, SO,, NO,
and VOC.

Copies of the final sampling report shall be submitted within 30 days after sampling is
completed. Sampling reports shall comply with the provisions of Chapter 14 of the
TCEQ Sampling Procedures Manual. The reports shall be distributed as follows:

One copy to the TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office;
One copy to the TCEQ Austin Compliance Support Division.

A written proposed description of any deviation from sampling procedures specified in
permit conditions or TCEQ or EPA sampling procedures shall be made available to the
TCEQ prior to the pretest meeting. The TCEQ Regional Office shall approve or disapprove
of any deviation from specified sampling procedures.

Requests to waive testing for any pollutant specified in the above special conditions
shall be submitted to the TCEQ Office of Permitting, Remediation, and Registration, Air
Permits Division.

) ) | U111 Bl BTN
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RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENTS

19. In addition to the recordkeeping requirements specified in General Condition No. 7 and 40
CFR 60, Subparts A, Dc, and UU, the following records shall be kept and maintained on-
site for a rolling twenty-four month period: (8/09)
A. Records for exempted process vents; and

B. Records of repairs and maintenance of all pollution abatement equipment.



Javier Galvan - draft permit GAF - Permit No. 7711A

From: Javier Galvan

To: Kambham, Latha

Date: 8/19/2010 1:19 PM

Subject: draft permit GAF - Permit No. 7711A
CC: Johnson, Rod

Attachments: CND - rewrite_143272.doc; MRT - rewrite_143272.doc

Page 1 of 1

Latha,

see attached.

file://CAWINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C6D2F7BTNRDOM30AQP0100176756417293...

8/19/2010



i

i

Ab dend: Lo

Page 1 of 1

From: Mike Gould

To: Selvera, Erin

Date: 8/17/2010 5:16 PM
Subject: Re: Fwd: BMCA air permit
CC: Galvan, Javier

Yes, we have posted the project on the ED's agenda and it will be ready for issuance this week.

>>> Erin Selvera 8/17/2010 5:13 PM >>>
Received the email below from BMC's counsel. Please double check this and let me know. (I assume it is based
on Mike's phone call today.)

>>> "Rod Johnson" <RJohnson@brownmccarroll.com> 8/17/2010 4:49 PM >>>
Hi Erin,

I just wanted to check to make sure this item is on the ED's agenda so

it can be signed this week. Can you let me know? Thx

Rod

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication is intended only for the use
of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure
under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient of this
information, you are notified that any use, dissemination,

distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited.

file://C\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C6AC3DBTNRDOM30AQPO10017675641726... 8/17/2010
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From: Erin Selvera

To: Galvan, Javier

Date: 8/17/2010 5:14 PM
Subject: Fwd: BMCA air permit
CC: Gould, Mike

Received the email below from BMC's counsel. Please double check this and let me know. (I assume it is based

on Mike's phone call today.)

>>> "Rod Johnson" <RJohnson@brownmccarroll.com> 8/17/2010 4:49 PM >>>
Hi Erin,

I just wanted to check to make sure this item is on the ED's agenda so

it can be signed this week. Can you let me know? Thx

Rod

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication is intended only for the use
of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure
under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient of this
information, you are notified that any use, dissemination,

distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited.

file://C\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\ 4C6AC35BTNRDOM30AQP0O100167646D1274...
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Javier Galvan - BMC

G

From: Erin Selvera

To: Galvan, Javier
Date: 8/16/2010 1:51 PM
Subject: BMC

CC: Gould, Mike

Attachments: Order Remanding case to ED for uncontested processing.pdf

Javier,

We had the preliminary hearing for BMC this morning. No protestants appeared so the case was remanded to
the ED as uncontested. Attached is the judge's order. Please forward the package up the chain for Steve's
signature. Let me know if you need anything.

Thanks,

Erin

Erin René Selvera

Attorney, Environmental Law Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Phone 512-239-6033

Fax 512-239-0606

This email may contain Attorney Work Product and/or Privileged Attorney-Client Confidential Information. DO
NOT RELEASE OUTSIDE TCEQ WITHOUT EXPRESS PERMISSION OF THE AUTHOR OR THE OFFICE OF LEGAL
SERVICES.

5—‘5 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

file://CA\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C694244TNRDOM30OAQPO1001767564172471... 8/16/2010
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 582-10-5031
DOCKET NO., 2010-0896-AIR

APPLICATION OF BUILDING § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE

MATERJALS CORPORATION OF §

AMERICA ASPHALT ROOFING § OF

PRODUCTION FACILITY, §

DALLAS COUNTY §  ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
ORDERNO. 1

On August 16, 2010, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) convemed a
preliminary hearing in Austin, Texas regarding the above-referenced application. The
Applicant, Building Materials Cotporation of America, and the Executive Director (ED)
were present at the preliminary hearing. No other persons were present. The ED offered
the following exhibits into evidence:

Exhibit A: Notice of Hearing

Exhibit B: July ‘28, 2010 letter, including Affidavit of
Publication of Notice of Hearing

Exhibit C: ED’s Response to Comments

There were no objections to admission of these three exhibits and the ALJ admitted them
into evidence. Based on these exhibits, the ALJ concluded that notice was sufficient.

Since no persons were present seeking to be named as a protesting party, the ED

. moved that the ALJ remand this application to the ED to be processed as an uncontested

matter. The ALJ agrees with the ED’s motion.

Therefore, it is ORDERED that this matter is REMANDED to the ED for
further processing and this case is DISMISSED from the docket of the State Office of
Administrative Hearings,

Issued: August 16,2010 W7

RRIE JO QUALTROUGK'“
ADN[INISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
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STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AUSTIN OFFICE
300 West 15th Street Suite 502
’ Austin, Texas 78701
Phone: (512) 475-4993
Fax: (512) 475-4994

SERVICE LIST
AGENCY: Environmental Quality, Texas Commission on (YCEQ)

STYLE/CASE: BUILDING MATERIALS CORP OF AMERICA

SOAH DOCKET NUMBER:  582-10-5031
REFERRING AGENCY CASE: 2010-0896-AIR

STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE
HEARINGS

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
ALJ KERRIE QUALTROUGH

REPRESENTATIVE / ADDRESS

BLAS 1. COY, JR.

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
OFFICE OF PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL

P.O, BOX 13087, MC-103

AUSTIN, TX 78711-3087

(512) 239-6363 (PH)

(512) 239-6377 (FAX)

beoy@tceq.state.tx.us

PARTIES

OFFICE OF PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL

DANNY G WORRELL
ATTORNEY

BROWN MCCARROLL, L.L.P.
111 CONGRESS, SUITE 1400
AUSTIN, TX 78701

(512) 479-1151 (PH)

(512) 479-1101 (FAX)

. BUILDING MATERIALS CORPORATION OF AMERICA

ERIN SELVERA

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
MC-173 P.O, BOX 13087

AUSTIN, TX 78711-3087

(512) 2319-6033 (PH)

(5)2) 239-0606 (FAX)

eselvera@tceq.state.buus

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Page 1 of 2
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ROD JOHNSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BROWN MCCARROLLL.LP.

] 111 CONGRESS AVENUE,, SUITE 1400

AUSTIN, TX 78701
J (512) 479-1125 (PH)
i (512) 479-1101 (FAX)
3 rjohnson@mailbme.com
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the commission or
TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the New Source Review
Authorization application and Executive Director’s preliminary decision.

As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.156, before an application is
approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or
significant comments. The Office of Chief Clerk timely received comment letters from the
following persons: David Hunter. This Response addresses all timely public comments
received, whether or not withdrawn. If you need more information about this permit application
or the permitting process please call the TCEQ Office of Public Assistance at 1-800-687-4040.
General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at www.tceq.state.tx.us.

BACKGROUND

Description of Facilities

Building Materials Corporation of America (the Applicant) has applied to the TCEQ for a New
Source Review Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.0518. Air Quality
Permit Number 7711A will authorize the modification of an existing facility that may emit air
contaminants.

This permit will authorize the Applicant to modify existing operations to resolve deviations
discovered as a result of stack testing. The Applicant will also be consolidating by
incorporation, Standard Permit Registration No. 81652 as part of the amendment, and correcting
permit representations for existing facilities and for facilities that no longer exist at the plant site.
All permit changes will reflect current operating conditions for all permitted facilities at the site.
There are no proposed production rate increases for asphalt shingles, physical modifications to
existing facilities, or new construction of facilities. Building Materials Corporation of America
has requested to increase asphalt throughput rates for Lines 1 and 3. However the increase in
asphalt throughput will not result in an increase in the production (output) of asphalt shingles.
The facilities are located at 2600 Singleton Blvd., Dallas, Dallas County. Contaminants
authorized under this permit include particulate matter, including particulate matter less than 10
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microns in diameter and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM/PM,¢/PM;s),
sulfur dioxide (SO,), volatile organic compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide (CO), and nitrogen
oxides (NOy).

Procgdural Background

Before work is begun on the modification of an existing facility that may emit air contaminants,
the person planning the modification must obtain a permit amendment from the commission.
This permit application is amendment of Air Quality Permit Number 7711A.

The permit application was received on December 19, 2008, and declared administratively
complete on January 14, 2009. The Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an Air Quality Permit
(NORI or first public notice) for this permit application was published on February 5, 2009, in
English in the Dallas Observer and in Spanish in El Extra. The Notice of Application and
Preliminary Decision (NAPD or second public notice) for this permit application was published
on March 11, 2010 in English in the Dallas Observer, and in Spanish in El Extra. Since this
application was administratively complete after September 1, 1999, this action is subject to the
procedural requirements adopted in accordance with House Bill 801, 76th Legislature, 1999.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

COMMENT 1: Commenter believes that air emissions from the plant may be causing, or have
already caused, health-related illnesses that may be linked to cancer and other diseases. (David
Hunter)

RESPONSE 1: Section 382.002 of the TCAA authorizes the commission to safeguard the state’s
air resources from pollution by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air
contaminants, consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare and physical
property including aesthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and maintenance of
adequate visibility. The commission does not regulate on-site worker health, but rather ambient
(off-property) air. Criteria pollutants are those pollutants for which a National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) has been established. The U.S. EPA, under authority in the Federal
Clean Air Act (FCAA), established NAAQS as levels of air quality to protect public health and
welfare. The plant will continue to emit PM, including PM;¢ and PM; 5, SO,, VOCs, CO, and
NOx as the criteria poliutants. The NAAQS include both primary and secondary standards. The
primary standards are those which the Administrator of the EPA determines are necessary, with
an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health, including sensitive members of the
population such as children, the elderly, and individuals with existing lung or cardiovascular
conditions. Secondary NAAQS standards are those which the Administrator determines are
necessary to protect the public welfare and the environment, including animals, crops,
vegetation, and buildings, from any known or anticipated adverse affects associated with the
presence of an air contaminant in the ambient air. Every permit holder must comply with federal
and state standards established for these pollutants to ensure the protectiveness of public health
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and welfare. The TCAA requires that the Applicant demonstrate use of best available control
technology (BACT) and that the emissions are not detrimental to public health and welfare.

In the review of this application, the proposed emission changes were evaluated, and it was
determined that when the plant operates in compliance with its permit, it is not expected that
existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be adverse health impacts from emission
of PM, including PM;y and PM; 5, SO,, VOCs, CO, and NOx. The Applicant will continue to
use abatement devices and methods that meet, and in some cases exceed BACT criteria, for
asphalt processing and asphalt roofing facilities with consideration given to economic
reasonableness and technical practicality. All emissions are vented to an incinerator that will
capture and destroy PM/PM;¢/PM, 5, VOC, and hazardous air pollutants with greater than ninety-
five percent efficiency. A review of the RACT/BACT/ LAER Clearinghouse (RBLC), a database
of nationwide permitted facilities was conducted to determine associated permitted emission
limits and methods of abatement for similar sources. The review of the RBLC for asphalt
processing and asphalt roofing plants resulted in one plant located in Ohio. The entry for the
Ohio plant did show controls for abatement of PM/PM;y, CO, and VOC. However, the review
resulted in no other existing similar stationary source employing abatement devices or methods
for control of SO,. Evaluation of the permitted limits for CO, VOC, and NOx from the Ohio
plant indicates the Applicant's proposed limits are lower than those listed in the RBLC for the
Ohio plant for these pollutants. Although the Applicant's proposed limit of PM/PM, is higher
than the limits listed for the Ohio plant, the Applicant's proposed emission reduction plan for
PM/PM; meets or exceeds BACT of recently reviewed and approved permits for abatement of
PM/PM from similar sources of emissions in the same industry type. Therefore, the Applicant’s
proposed emission limits represent BACT for all pollutants.

When necessary, the Toxicology Division reviews the non-criteria pollutants emitted from the
proposed facility, comparing the facility’s proposed emissions to Effects Screening Levels
(ESLs). ESLs are constituent-specific guideline concentrations used in the Executive Director’s
effects evaluation of constituent concentrations in air. These guidelines are derived by TCEQ’s
Toxicology Division and are based on a constituent’s potential to cause adverse health effects,
odor nuisances, vegetation effects, or materials damage (e.g. corrosion). These health-based
screening levels are set at levels lower than levels reported to produce adverse health effects, and
are set to protect the general public, including sensitive subgroups such as children, the elderly,
or people with existing respiratory conditions. Adverse health or welfare effects are not
expected to occur if the air concentration of a constituent is below its ESL. If an air
concentration of a constituent is above the screening level, it is not necessarily indicative that an
adverse effect will occur, but rather that further evaluation is warranted. ESLs are established
considering a generous safety factor to protect not only the general public, but also sensitive
members of the general public. In the review of this application, the proposed health effects of
asphalt vapors were evaluated, and it was determined that when the plant operates in compliance
with its permit, it is not expected that existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be
adverse health impacts from emissions of asphalt vapors.
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Permit applications for new construction or modifications may be required to include an air
quality analysis, which may include air dispersion modeling, to allow the TCEQ staff to evaluate
the impact of emissions from the proposed facility upon the health, general welfare, and property
of the public and for the Applicant to demonstrate compliance with all air quality rules and
regulations and the intent of the TCAA. In this case, refined atmospheric dispersion modeling
submitted in support of this application demonstrated that no cumulative concentration of any air
contaminant will exceed any NAAQS established for criteria pollutants or any ESLs established
for non-criteria pollutants. Appropriate background concentrations for criteria pollutants were
retricved from monitoring stations near the plant site to determine total concentrations for
comparison against the NAAQS. Additional Toxicology review of the non-criteria pollutant
(asphalt vapors, a class of VOCs) was unnecessary because the total concentration was less than
the ESL.

Results of the air dispersion modeling conducted by the applicant indicate the project’s modeled
maximum ground level concentration (GLCrsgx) for 24-hour PMlo is 68pg/m™> which is above the
24-hour PM;¢ de minimis concentration threshold of Sp.g/m In accordance with TCEQ Air
Quality Modeling Guidelines, the next step requires the addition of the appropriate background
concentration. In this case, 56ug/m was added to the modeled concentration, resulting in a PM;
GLCax concentratlon value of 124ug/m which is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of
150ug/m

Results of the air dispersion modeling mdlcate the project’s modeled GLCpgx for annual PM;g
emissions were predlcted to be 18pg/m>, which is above the PMjo de minimis concentration
threshold of lug/m and thus guidance requires the addition of the appropnate background
concentration. In this case, the appropnate background concentratlon of 30ug/m was added to
the modeled annual GLCpy, resultmg in a value of 48ug/m which is lower than the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 50pg/m’.

Results of the air d1sper510n modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpx for l-hour NO; to
be 83pg/m’, which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of 10pg/m®, and thus
guidance requires the addition of the appropnate background concentration. The appropriate
background concentration of 103pg/m® was added, resulting in a max1mum concentration of
186ug/m This value is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of 188 pg/m’.

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCppax for annual NO; to
be 14pg/m>, which is above the de mzmmzs concentration threshold of 1pg/m®. The appropriate
background concentration of 30ug/m was added to the modeled value at the GLCax location,
resulting in a maximum concentratlon of 44pg/m®. This value is below the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 100pg/m’.

To address the state property line standard for SO,, the modeled 1-hour concentration was used
as a surrogate for comparison against the 30 mmute standard. Since there is no de minimis
value, the GLCqax modeled value of 676ug/m was compared directly against the TCEQ
standard of 1 021pg/m and found to be lower.
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Results of the air d1spers1on modelmg indicate the project’s modeled GLCpgx for 3-hour SO, was
found to be 532ug/m’ which is above the de minimis concentratlon threshold of 25p.g/m
Therefore, the appropriate background concentration of 24pg/m® was added, resulting in a
maximum concentratlon of 556pg/m’>. This value is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of
1 300;,Lg/m

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpax for 24-hour SO, to
be 329ug/m which is above the de minimis concentratlon threshold of Sp.g/m Therefore, the
appropriate background concentration of 13p.g/m was added to the modeled value at the GLCpax
location, resulting in a max1mum concentration of 342p.g/m This value is below the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 365 pg/m’.

Results of the air dlspers1on modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCiax for annual SO; to
be 39p,g/m which is above the de minimis concentratlon threshold of lpg/m Therefore, the
appropriate background concentration of 3pug/m> was added to the modeled value at the GLCpax
location, resulting in a max1mu1n concentration of 42ug/m This value is below the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 80ug/m

Asphalt vapors from the facilities and operating procedure were evaluated on a short-term and a
long-term basis for comparison to the ESL. On a 1-hour basis, the modeled value at the GLCax
location was found to be 336pg/m>. This value is below the TCEQ Toxicology Division’s ESL
of 350pg/m required for protection of public health, general welfare, and physical property,
including the aesthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and the maintenance of adequate
v1s1b111ty On an annual basis, the modeled value at the GLCy location was found to be
25ug/m’. This value is also below the TCEQ Toxicology Section’s ESL of 35 pg/m? required for
protection of public health, general welfare, and physical property, including the aesthetic
enjoyment of air resources by the public and the maintenance of adequate visibility.

All other contaminants were evaluated to be below the respective de minimis levels
corresponding to the contaminant and the time averaging period required by the NAAQS to
determine protectiveness.

In addition to meeting the above federal and state standards and guidelines, applicants must
comply with 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits nuisance conditions. Specifically, that rule states
that "no person shall discharge from any source" air contaminants which are or may "tend to be
injurious to or adversely affect human health or welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property, or
as to interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of animal life, vegetation, or property." As
long as the facilities at the plant are operated in compliance with the terms of the permit,
nuisance conditions or conditions of air pollution are not expected.

Individuals are encouraged to report any concerns about nuisance issues or suspected
noncompliance with terms of any permit or other environmental regulation by contacting the
TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office at 817-588-5800 or by calling the 24-hour toli-free
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Environmental Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-3186. If the plant is found to be out of
compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit, it will be subject to possible
enforcement action. Citizen-collected evidence may be used in such an action. See 30 TAC §
70.4, Enforcement Action Using Information Provided by Private Individual, for details on
gathering and reporting such evidence. The TCEQ has procedures in place for accepting
environmental complaints from the general public but now has a new tool for bringing potential
environmental problems to light. Under the citizen-collected evidence program, individuals can
provide information on possible violations of environmental law and the information can be used
by the TCEQ to pursue enforcement. In this program, citizens can become involved and may
eventually testify at a hearing or trial concerning the violation. For additional information, see
the TCEQ publication, “Do You Want to Report an Environmental Problem? Do You Have
Information or Evidence?” This booklet is available in English and Spanish from the TCEQ
Publications office at 512-239-0028, and may be downloaded from the agency website at
www.tceq.state.tx.us (under Publications, search for document no. 278).

CHANGES MADE IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT
No changes to the draft permit have been made in response to public comment.
Respectfully submitted,
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

Stephanie Bergeron Perdue, Deputy Director
Environmental Law Division

Erin Selvera, Staff Attorney
Environmental Law Division
State Bar Number 24043385
PO Box 13087, MC 173

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
(512) 239-6033

REPRESENTING THE _
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE
TEXAS COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the commission or
TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the New Source Review
Authorization application and Executive Director’s preliminary decision.

As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.156, before an application is
approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or
significant comments. The Office of Chief Clerk timely received comment letters from the
following persons: David Hunter. This Response addresses all timely public comments
received, whether or not withdrawn. If you need more information about this permit application
or the permitting process please call the TCEQ Office of Public Assistance at 1-800-687-4040.
General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at www.tceq.state.tx.us.

BACKGROUND

Description of Facilities

Building Materials Corporation of America (the Applicant) has applied to the TCEQ for a New
Source Review Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.0518. Air Quality
Permit Number 7711A will authorize the modification of an existing facility that may emit air
contaminants.

This permit will authorize the Applicant to modify existing operations to resolve deviations that
resulted from stack testing. The Applicant will also be consolidating by incorporation, Standard
Permit Registration No. 81652 as part of the amendment, and correcting permit representations
for existing facilities and for facilities that no longer exist at the plant site. All permit changes
will reflect current operating conditions for all permitted facilities at the site. There are no
proposed production rate increases for asphalt shingles, physical modifications to existing
facilities, or new construction of facilities. Building Materials Corporation of America has
requested to increase asphalt throughput rates for Lines 1 and 3. However the increase in asphalt
throughput will not result in an increase in the production (output) of asphalt shingles. The
facilities are located at 2600 Singleton Blvd Dallas, Dallas County. Contaminants authorized
under this permit include particulate matter, including particulate matter less than 10 microns in
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diameter and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM/PM;¢/PM,s), sulfur
dioxide (S0O,), volatile organic compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide (CO), and nitrogen oxides

(NOy).

Procedural Background

emit air contaminants,
from the commission.

Before work is begun on the modification of an existing facility that ﬁ%

The permit application was received on December 19, 2 08 and declared administratively

complete on January 14, 2009. The Notice of Receipt and Intentto Obtain an.Ai Quality Permit
(NORI or first public notice) for this permit application was published on Eebruary 5, 2009, in
English in - the Dallas Observer and in Spanish in El Extra. The Notice of Applieation and
Preliminary Decision (NAPD or second public notice) for this permit application; was published

on March 11, 2010 in English in the Dallas Observer, and in Spanish in El Exfra. Since this
application was administratively complete after September 1, 1999, this action is subject to the

already caused, health-related illnesses that m;§ be linked to cancer and other diseases. (David

Hunter)

RESPONSE 1: Section 382.002 of the TCAA authorizes the commission to safeguard the state’s
air resources from pollution by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air
contaminants, consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare and physical
property including aesthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and maintenance of
adequate visibility. The commission does not regulate on-site worker health, but rather ambient
(off-property) air. Criteria pollutants are those pollutants for which a National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) has been established. The U.S. EPA, under authority in the Federal
Clean Air Act (FCAA), established NAAQS as levels of air quality to protect public health and
welfare. The plant will continue to emit PM, including PM, and PM, 5, SO,, VOCs, CO, and
NOx as the criteria pollutants. The NAAQS is set by the U.S. EPA to protect sensitive members
of the population, such as children and the elderly, after scientific review and public input.
Every permit holder must comply with federal and state standards established for these pollutants
to ensure the protectiveness of public health and welfare. The TCAA requires that the Applicant
demonstrate use of best available control technology (BACT) and that the emissions are not
detrimental to public health and welfare.

In the review of this application, the proposed emission changes were evaluated, and it was
determined that when the plant operates in compliance with its permit, it is not expected that
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existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be adverse health impacts from emission
of PM, including PM;¢ and PM; s, SO,, VOCs, CO, and NOx. The Applicant will continue to
use abatement devices and methods that meet, and in some cases exceed BACT criteria for
asphalt processing and asphalt roofing facilities with consideration given to economic
reasonableness and technical practicality. All emissions are vented to an incinerator that will
capture and destroy PM/PM,¢/PM, 5, VOC, and hazardous air pollutants with greater than ninety-
five percent efficiency. A review of the RACT, BACT, LAER Clearinghouse (RBLC), a
database of nationwide permitted facilities was conducted to determine associated permitted
emission limits and methods of abatement for similar sources. The review of the RBLC for
asphalt processing and asphalt roofing plants resulted in one plant located in Ohio. The entry for
the Ohio plant did show controls for abatement of PM/PM,e, CO, and VOC. However, the
review resulted in no other existing similar stationary source employing abatement devices or
methods for control of SO,. Evaluation of the permitte for CO, VOC, and NOx from the
Ohio plant indicates the Applicant's proposed limits ower than those listed in the RBLC for
the Ohio plant for these pollutants. Although th pplicants proposed limit of PM/PMj, is
higher than the limits listed for the Ohio plant; the osed emission reduction plan
for PM/PM; meets or exceeds BACT of recently re =l and approved permits for abatement
of PM/PM;, from similar sources of emissions in the same industry type. Therefore, the
Applicant’s proposed emission limits represent BACT for all'pollutants.

When necessary, the Toxicology Division reviews the non-criteria pollutants emitted from, the
proposed facility, comparing the facilities proposed emissionséto Effects Screening Levels
(ESLs). ESLs are constituent-specific guideline concentrations used in the Executive Director’s
effects evaluation of constituent concentrations in air. These guidelines are derived by TCEQ’s
Toxicology Division and are based on a constituent’s potential to cause adverse health effects,
odor nuisances, vegetation effects, or materials damage (e.g. corrosion). Health-based screening
levels are set at levels lower than levels reported to produce adverse health effects, and are set to
protect the general public, including sensitive subgroups such as children, the elderly, or people
with existing respiratory conditions. Adverse health or welfare effects are not expected to occur
if the air concentration of a constituent is below its ESL. If an air concentration of a constituent
is above the screening level, it is not necessarily indicative that an adverse effect will occur, but
rather that further evaluation is warranted. ESLs are established considering a generous safety
factor to protect not only the general public, but also sensitive members of the general public. In
the review of this application, the proposed health effects of asphalt vapors were evaluated, and
it was determined that when the plant operates in compliance with its permit, it is not expected
that existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be adverse health impacts from
emissions of asphalt vapors.

Permit applications for new construction or modifications may be required to include air
dispersion modeling to allow the TCEQ staff to evaluate the impact of emissions from the
proposed facility upon the health, general welfare, and property of the public and for the
Applicant to demonstrate compliance with all air quality rules and regulations and the intent of
the TCAA. In this case, refined atmospheric dispersion modeling submitted in support of this
application demonstrated that no cumulative concentration of any air contaminant will exceed
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NAAQS established for criteria pollutants or ESLs established for non-criteria pollutants.
Appropriate background concentrations for criteria pollutants were retrieved from monitoring
stations nearby the plant site to determine total concentrations for comparison against the
NAAQS. Additional Toxicology review of the non-criteria pollutant (asphalt vapors, a class of
VOCs) was unnecessary because the total concentration was less than the ESL.

Results of the air dispersion modeling conducted by the applicant indicate the project’s modeled
maximum ground level concentration (GLCpax) for 24-hour PMlo is 68ug/m*> which is above the
24-hour PM,¢ de minimis concentration threshold of 5pg/m®. In accordance with TCEQ Air
Quality Modeling Guidelines, the next step requires the addition of the appropriate background
concentration. In this case, 56pg/m’ was added to the modeled concentration, resulting in a PM;o
GLC,ax concentration value of 124p,g/m which is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of
150pg/m>.

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate ,OJect’s modeled GLCmax for annual PMlo
emissions were predlcted to be 18ug/m>, which is'a P
threshold of 1pg/m®, and thus guidance requires the\a |
concentration. In this case, the appropriate background cor
the modeled concentration, resulting in an annual GLCyyax va
the NAAQS protectiveness limit of 50pg/m’.

& «O e appropnate baCkgTOund
Centration of 30ug/ m’ was added to
ewof 48ug/m® which is lower than

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s mod d GLCax for 1-hour NO, to
be 83p.g/m3, whjch is aboye the de minimis concentration threshold of 10pg/m’, and thus

background concentrafi 03pg/m” was added, resulting in a maximum concentration of
186ug/m>. This valfies: w the NAAQS protectiveness limit of 188ug/m>.

¢ project’s modeled GLCpay for annual NO, to
minimis concentration threshold of 1 pg/m’. The modeled

ded to the appro g)nate background concentration of 30pg/m>
of 44ug/m”. This value is also below the NAAQS

be 14pg/m>, which is above the e
value at the GLCpex location was's
resulting in a maximum concentra
protectiveness limit of 100 pg/m’.

To address the state property line standard for SO,, the modeled 1-hour concentration was used
as a surrogate for comparison against the 30 mmute standard. Since there is no de minimis
value, the GLCpa modeled value of 676pg/m® was compared directly against the TCEQ
standard of 1,021pg/m® and found to be lower.

Results of the air dlspersmn modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpa for 3-hour SO, was
found to be 532pg/m® which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of 25ug/m
Therefore, the appropriate background concentration of 24pg/m> was added, resulting in a
maximum concentratlon of 556ug/m This value is also below the NAAQS protectiveness limit
of 1,300pg/m>.
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Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpax for 24-hour SO, to
be 329ug/m?, which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of 5 pg/m’. Therefore, the
modeled value at the GLCpx location was added to the appropnate background concentration of
13pg/m’ resulting in a maximum concentratlon of 342pg/m’. This value is also below the
NAAQS protectiveness limit of 365 pg/m’.

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCax for annual SO; to
be 39ug/m’, which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of ug/m Therefore the
modeled value at the GLCpax location was added to the a gpropnat ha ¢
3ug/m’, resulting in a maxnnum concentration of 42pg/m”. This¥
protectiveness limit of 80pg/m’.

public health, general welfare, and phys1cal property, including the aesthetic e joyment of air
resources by the public and the maintenance of adequate v131b111ty On an annual basis, the
modeled value at the GLCpax location W,
TCEQ Toxicology Section’s establishe

corresponding to the contaminant and the time: gveragmg period required by the NAAQS to
determine protectiveness. |
In addition to meeting the above federal and state standards and guidelines, applicants must
comply with 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits nuisance conditions. Specifically, that rule states
that "no person shall discharge from any source" air contaminants which are or may "tend to be
injurious to or adversely affect human health or welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property, or
as to interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of animal life, vegetation, or property."

long as the facilities at the plant are operated in compliance with the terms of the pernnt
nuisance conditio itiohs of air pollution are not expected.

Individuals are encouia "
noncompliance witl‘lvfgnns of any permit or other environmental regulation by contacting the
TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office at 817-588-5800 or by calling the 24-hour toll-free
Environmental Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-3186. If the plant is found to be out of
compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit, it will be subject to possible
enforcement action. Citizen-collected evidence may be used in such an action. See 30 TAC §
70.4, Enforcement Action Using Information Provided by Private Individual, for details on
gathering and reporting such evidence. The TCEQ has procedures in place for accepting
environmental complaints from the general public but now has a new tool for bringing potential

to report any concerns about nuisance issues or suspected
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environmental problems to light. Under the citizen-collected evidence program, individuals can
provide information on possible violations of environmental law and the information can be used
by the TCEQ to pursue enforcement. In this program, citizens can become involved and may
eventually testify at a hearing or trial concerning the violation. For additional information, see
the TCEQ publication, “Do You Want to Report an Environmental Problem? Do You Have
Information or Evidence?” This booklet is available in English and Spanish from the TCEQ
Publications office at 512-239-0028, and may be downloaded from the agency website at
www.tceq.state.tx.us (under Publications, search for document no. 278).

CHANGES MADE IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT

No changes to the draft permit have been made in respo \',‘”‘\"Q\\Public comment.

Res»\ ;ctfully submitted,

Texéé;‘ Commission on Environmental Quality

Mark R. Vicke y, P.G., Executive Director

Stephanie Bergéi‘%g;f erdue, Deputy Director
Environmental Law Division

Erin Selvera, Staff Attorney
Fnvironmental Law Division
State Bar Number 24043385
PO Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
(512) 239-6033

Representing the
Executive Director of the
Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality
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Javier Galvan -

{7 I

BMC RTC - Per

S G

From: Javier Galvan

To: Selvera, Erin

Date: 8/10/2010 3:09 PM
Subject: BMC RTC - Permit No. 7711A

Erin,

I have composed the following:

Further evaluation of the permitted limits of CO, VOC, and NOx from the Ohio plant resulted in the Applicant’s
proposed limits being lower than those listed in the RBLC for the Ohio plant. The Applicant's proposed limit of
PM/PM10 is higher than what is listed for the Ohio plant; however, the Applicant's proposed emission reduction
plan for PM/PM10 meets or exceeds BACT of recently reviewed and approved permits for abatement of
PM/PM10 from similar sources of emissions in the same industry type.

Of course, change/modify it as you see necessary. Thanks.

Javier

file://C\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C616BACTNRDOM30AQPO1001767564171E... 8/10/2010
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http://cfpub.epa.gov/rbic/index.cfim?
action=PermitDetall.PollutantInfo&Facmtv_lD=26197&Process_ID=1M093wollutant_10@§3mw’%§§fé}ﬁggé
Technology Transfer Network

Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Air & Radiation Web - Technol nsfe Clean Air Technology Center ~ RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Results  Pollutant Information

ol

lutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
poliutant.

Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

B

RBL.C ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: ASPHALT BLOWING STILLS/CONVERTORS (3)

Pollutant: Particulate Matter (PM) CAS Number: PM
Pollutant Group Particulate Matter (PM), Substance Registry System: Particulate Matter (PM)
{s):

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR.

Test Method:

Unspecified
Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Yes
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis:
Other Applicable Requirements: NSPS , MACT , SIP
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emission Limit 1: 3.5700 LB/H EACH STILL
Emission Limit 2: 15.6400 T/YR EACH STILL, PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS
Standard Emission Limit: 0.6000 LB/K LB ALPHALT SHGL
COST DATA:
Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Pollutant Notes: LIMITS ARE FOR EACH OF 17.9 TON/H UNITS. LIMIT FOR 15.4

T/H UNIT IS 3.07 LB/H AND 13.45 T/ROLLING 12-MONTHS.
ADDITIONAL LIMIT FROM 60 SUBPART UU: 0.67 KG PM/MG OF
ASPHALT CHARGED TO STILL WHEN CATALYST ADDED.

pA D 5536

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail . PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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action=PermitDetail.PollutantInfo&Facility_ID=26197&Process_ID=1040918Poliutant_IDE2298RpnddosiroL Eaviemeniude 1839876

Technology Transfer Network
Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home Air & Radlation TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network lean Air Tech RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse  RBLC Basic Search  RBLC Search Results  Pollutant Information

Poliutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
poliutant.
Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: OXIDIZED ASPHALT FIXED ROOF STORAGE TANKS (3)

Pollutant: Particulate Matter (PM) CAS Number: PM
Pollutant Group Particulate Matter (PM), Substance Registry System: Particulate Matter (PM)
{s):

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: P
P2/Add-on Description: FIXED ROOF TANK

Test Method: Unspecified
Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Yes

EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis:

Other Applicable Requirements: SIp
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emission Limit 1: 0.0100 LB/H EACH TANK
Emission Limit 2: 0.0600 T/YR EACH TANK
Standard Emission Limit: 0 NOT AVAILABLE
COST DATA:
Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Pollutant Notes: LIMITS FOR EACH TANK ARE THE SAME REGARDLESS OF THE
SIZE TANK.

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility 1D=2619... 8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network
Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse
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You are here: EPA Home  Air & Radiation TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network  Clean Air Technology Center RACI/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Results  Poliutant Information

Pollutant Information

pollutant.
Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this

RBLC ID:OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: GROUP 1 ASPHALT LOADING RACK #3

Pollutant: Particulate Matter (PM) CAS Number: PM
Pollutant Group Particulate Matter (PM), Substance Registry System: Particulate Matter (PM)
(s):

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: REGENERATIVE THERMAL OXIDIZER

Test Method:

Unspecified [EPAJAR Methods | | Al Giter
Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Yes
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis:
Other Applicable Requirements: SIP
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emission Limit 1: 4.6800 LB/H
Emission Limit 2: 1.8100 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS
Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:
Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Pollutant Notes:

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619...

8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network
Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Air & Radiation TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network  Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Results  Pollutant Information

Pollutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.
(o]

RBLC ID:OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: GROUP 2 ASPHALT LOADING RACK #4

Pollutant: Particulate Matter (PM) CAS Number: PM

Pollutant Group Particulate Matter (PM), Substance Registry System: Particulate Matter (PM)
(s):

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR

Test Method:

Unspecified

Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Yes
EMISSION LIMITS:

Case-by—-Case Basis:

Other Applicable Requirements: SIp

Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown

Emission Limit 1: 5.4400 LB/H

Emission Limit 2: 5.6900 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS

Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:

Cost Verified? No

Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005

Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Pollutant Notes:

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010



A S

| Pollutant Information | RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse | Clean Air Technology Cent... Page 1 of 1
C) (

[ Tt
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Technology Transfer Network
Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home Air & Radiation TINWeb - Technology Transfer Network Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse  RBLC Basic Search  RBLC Search Results  Pollutant Information

o
o

lutant Information

Click on the Process Information buiton to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.
O

FINAL
RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: THERMAL INCINERATOR, PCC
Pollutant: Particulate Matter (PM) CAS Number: PM
Pollutant Group Particulate Matter (PM), Substance Registry System: Particulate Matter (PM)

{s):

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: N
P2/Add-on Description:

Test Method: Unspecified
Pexrcent Efficiency: 0
Compliance Verified: Yes
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis:
Other Applicable Requirements: SIP , NSPS , MACT
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emigsion Limit 1: 0.1700 LB/H
Emission Limit 2: 0.7600 T/YR PER ROLLING 12~MONTHS
Standard Emission Limit: 0 NOT AVAILABLE
COST DATA:
Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 S/ton
Pollutant Notes: CONTROL DEVICE.

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network

Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LLAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Ajr & Radiation TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network Clean Alr Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse RBLC Basic Search BLC S h Pollutant Information

ollutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.

Or click on the Process List butiton to return to the list of processes.

RBLC ID:OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: ASPHALT BLOWING STILLS/CONVERTORS (3)

Pollutant: Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) CAS Numbex: 10102
Pollutant Group InOrganic Compounds, Oxides Substance Registry System: Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)
(s): of Nitrogen (NOx},

Particulate Matter (PMJ,

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: N
P2/Add-on Description:

Test Method:

Unspecified
Percent Efficiency: o}
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis:
Other Applicable Requirements: SIp
Othex Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emigsgion Limit 1: 2.8500 LB/H EACH STILL
Emissgion Limit 2: 12.4900 T/YR EACH STILL
Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:
Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Pollutant Notes: LIMITS ARE FOR EACH OF 17.9 TON/H UNITS. LIMIT FOR 15.4

T/H UNIT IS 2.47 LB/H AND 10.80 T/YR.

Mo, = Y503

8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network

Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Air & Radiation TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse  RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Results

ol

lutant Information

Pollutant Information

pollutant.

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this

Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

RBLC ID:0OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING

Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: THERMAL INCINERATOR, PCC

Pollutant: Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

Pollutant Group

InOrganic Compounds, Oxides

CAS Number: 10102

Substance Registry System:Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

(s): of Nitrogen (NOx),
Particulate Matter (PM),

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: N

P2/Add-on Description:

Test Method:

Unspecified

Pexrcent Efficiency: 0
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:

Case-by-Case Basis:

Other Applicable Requirements: SIp

Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown

Emission Limit 1: 1.7300 LB/H

Emission Limit 2: 7.5600 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS

Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:

Cost Verified? No

Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005

Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Pollutant Notes:

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619...

CONTROL DEVICE

8/10/2010
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Clearinghouse  RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Results  Poliutant Information

Pollutant Information

pollutant.

R

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this

Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.
7

RBLC ID:0OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING

Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: ASPHALT BLOWING STILLS/CONVERTORS (3)

Pollutant: Carbon Monoxide

Pollutant Group
(s):

InOrganic Compounds,

CAS Number: 630-08-0

Substance Registry System: Carbon Monoxide

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A

P2/Add~on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR
Test Method: Unspecified
Pexrcent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:

Case-by-Case Basis: BACT-PSD

Other Applicable Requirements: SIP

Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown

Emission Limit 1:

Emission Limit 2:

Standard Emission Limit:
COST DATA:

Cost Verified?

Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates:

Cost Effectiveness:
Incremental Cost Effectiveness:
Pollutant Notes:

co

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619...

17.6000 LB/H EACH STILL
77.1000 T/YR EACH STILL, PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS
0

No

2005

0 $/ton

0 $/ton

LIMITS ARE FOR EACH OF 17.9 TON/H UNITS. LIMIT FOR 15.4
T/H UNIT IS 15.13 LB/H AND 66.26 T/ROLLING 12-MONTHS

-2 236.53 try

8/10/2010
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You are here: EPA Home Alr & Radiation TTINWeb - Technology Transfer Network Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse B ic Search  RBLC Search Results  Pollutant Information

Pol

lutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.
Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

&

FINAL

RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: OXIDIZED ASPHALT FIXED ROOF STORAGE TANKS (3)

Pollutant: Carbon Monoxide CAS Numbexr: 630-08-0
Pollutant Group InOrganic Compounds, Substance Registry System: Carbon Monhoxide
(s):
Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR
Test Method: Unspecified de'] 1 Aii Gihar Mathods
Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:

Case-by-Case Basis: BACT-PSD

Other Applicable Requirements: Sip

Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown

Emission Limit 1: 0.0200 LB/H EACH TANK

Emission Limit 2: 0.0700 T/YR EACH TANK, PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS

Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:

Cost Verified? No

Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005

Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Pollutant Notes: LIMITS FOR EACH TANK ARE THE SAME REGARDLESS OF THE

SIZE TANK. ALSO SEE EMISSIONS FROM THE MULTIPLE-SQURCE
CONTROL DEVICE: JZ THERMAL INCINERATOR.

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network

Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Alr & Radiation ~ TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network  Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse  RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Results  Polfutant Information

Pol

lutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
poliutant.
Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: GROUP 1 ASPHALT LOADING RACK #3

Pollutant: Carbon Monoxide CAS Number: 630-~08-0

Pollutant Group InOrganic Compounds, Substance Registry System: Carbon Monoxide
(s):

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: REGENERATIVE THERMAL INCINERATOR OPERATED WITH ELECTRICITY

Test Method:

Unspecified

Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:

Case-by-Case Basis: BACT~PSD

Other Applicable Requirements: SIP

Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown

Emission Limit 1: 0.2500 LB/H

Emission Limit 2: 0.1700 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS

Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:

Cost Verified? No

Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005

Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Pollutant Notes:

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail.PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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lutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.

Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

RBLC ID:0OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: GROUP 2 ASPHALT LOADING RACK #4

Pollutant: Carbon Monoxide CAS Numbexr: 630-08-0

Pollutant Group InOrganic Compounds, Substance Registry System: Carbon Monoxide
{(s):

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: N
P2/Add-on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR

Test Method:

Unspecified

Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:

Case-by-Case Basis: BACT-PSD

Other Applicable Requirements: SIP

Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown

Emission Limit 1: 0.5000 LB/H

Emission Limit 2: 0.5200 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS

Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:

Cost Verified? No

Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005

Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Pollutant Notes:

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. Pollutantinfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network
Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

- Te

Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
RBLC Search Results

Pollutant Information

pollutant.

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this

Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

Eﬂm‘

FINAL

RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING

Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: THERMAL INCINERATOR, PCC

Pollutant: Carbon Monoxide

Pollutant Group
(s):

InOrganic Compounds,

CAS Number: 630-08-0

Substance Registry System: Carbon Monoxide

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: N

P2/Add-on Description:

Test Method:

Percent Efficiency:

Compliance Verified:

EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis:
Other Applicable Requirements:
Other Factors Influence Decision:
Emission Limit 1:
Emission Limit 2:
Standard Emission Limit:

COST DATA:
Cost Verified?
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates
Cost Effectiveness:
Incremental Cost Effectiveness:
Pollutant Notes:

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail.PollutantInfo&Facility 1D=2619...

Unspecified

c
Unknown

BACT-PSD

SIP

Unknown

0.9900 LB/H

4.3300 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS
0

No

: 2005

0 $/ton
0 $/ton

CONTROL DEVICE. PROVIDES 95% CONTROL OF CO FROM
CONTROLLED SOURCES.

8/10/2010
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http://cfpub.epa.gov/rbic/index.cfm?
action=PermitDetail.PoliutantInfo&Facility 1D=26197&Process._ID=104093&Pollutent_IDE%} 8RfRndoskrehEeeipent.dd 16 39398
Technology Transfer Network

Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Air & Radiatlon TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network  Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse  RBLC Basic Search  RBLC Search Resuits  Pollutant Information

ollutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.
Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: ASPHALT BLOWING STILLS/CONVERTORS (3)

Pollutant: Volatile Organic Compounds CAS Number: VOC

(voc)
Pollutant Group Volatile Organic Compounds Substance Registry System:Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)
(s): (voc),

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR

Test Method:

Unspecified
Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis: BACT~PSD
Other Applicable Requirements: MACT , SIP
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emission Limit 1: 2.0200 LB/H EACH STILL
Emission Limit 2: 8.8500 T/YR EACH STILL, PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS
Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:
Cost Vexified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Pollutant Notes: LIMITS ARE FOR EACH OF 17.9 TON/H UNITS. LIMIT FOR 15.4

T/H UNIT IS 1.74LB/H AND 7.61 T/ROLLING 12-MONTHS SEE
MACT LIMIT FOR HYDROCARBONS (ORGANICS) .

e = 536 iy

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network

Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home Air & Radiation TTNWeb -

TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network  Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Resuits  Poliutant Information

Pol

lutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.

Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes.

RBLGHo 10

RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: OXIDIZED ASPHALT FIXED ROOF STORAGE TANKS (3)

Pollutant: Volatile Organic Compounds
{VoC)

CAS Number: VOC

Pollutant Group Volatile Organic Compounds Substance Registry System: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)

(s): (vocy,

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR

Test Method:

Unspecified
Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis: BACT-PSD
Other Applicable Requirements: SIP
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown

Emission Limit 1:

Emigsion Limit 2:

Standard Emission Limit:
COST DATA:

0.0500 LB/H EACH TANK
0.2100 T/YR EACH TANK, PER ROLLING 12-~MONTHS
0

Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton

Pollutant Notes:

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail . PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619...

LIMITS FOR EACH TANK ARE THE SAME REGARDLESS OF THE
SIZE TANK. ALSO SEE EMISSIONS FROM THE MULTIPLE-SOURCE

CONTROL DEVICE: JZ THERMAL INCINERATOR.

8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network

Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Ciearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Alr 8 Radiation TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse RBLC Basic Search RBLC Search Results Pollutant Information

Pollutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
poliutant.
Or click on the Process List buttn to return to the list of processes.

RBLC ID: OH-0288
Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA
Process: GROUP 1 ASPHALT LOADING RACK #3

Pollutant: Volatile Organic Compounds CAS Number: VOC

{VOC)
Pollutant Group Volatile Organic Compounds Substance Registry System: Volatile Organic Compounds {VOC)
(s): (vocy,

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: REGENERATIVE THERMAL INCINERATOR OPERATED WITH ELECTRICITY

Test Method: Unspecified
Percent Efficiency: 95.000
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis: BACT-PSD
Other Applicable Requirements: MACT , SIP
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emission Limit 1: 16.6000 LB/H
Emission Limit 2: 6.4200 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS
Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:
Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Pollutant Notes: SEE MACT LIMIT FOR HYDROCARBONS (ORGANICS) .

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail. PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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Technology Transfer Network
Clean Air Technology Center - RACT/BACT/LAER Clearinghouse

You are here: EPA Home  Alr & Radiation TTNWeb - Technology Transfer Network Clean Air Technology Center RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse  RBLC Basic Search  RBLC Search Results  Poliutant Information

Pol

lutant Information

Click on the Process Information button to see more information about the process associated with this
pollutant.

Or click on the Process List button to return to the list of processes

FINAL

RBLC ID: OH-0288

Corporate/Company: OWENS CORNING
Facility Name: OWENS CORNING MEDINA

Process: GROUP 2 ASPHALT LOADING RACK #4
Pollutant: Volatile Organic Compounds CAS Number: VOC

(VocC)
Pollutant Group Volatile Organic Compounds Substance Registry System: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)
(s): (vocy,

Pollution Prevention/Add-on Control Equipment/Both/No Controls Feasible: A
P2/Add-on Description: THERMAL INCINERATOR

Test Method:

Unspecified
Percent Efficiency: 0
Compliance Verified: Unknown
EMISSION LIMITS:
Case-by-Case Basis: BACT-PSD
Other Applicable Requirements: SIP
Other Factors Influence Decision: Unknown
Emission Limit 1: 19.29%00 LB/H
Emission Limit 2: 20.1600 T/YR PER ROLLING 12-MONTHS
Standard Emission Limit: 0
COST DATA:
Cost Verified? No
Dollar Year Used in Cost Estimates: 2005
Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Incremental Cost Effectiveness: 0 $/ton
Pollutant Notes: GROUP 2 ASPHALT LOADING RACK EXEMPT FROM MACT

REQUIREMENTS IN TABLE 1

http://cfpub.epa.gov/rblc/index.cfm?action=PermitDetail PollutantInfo&Facility ID=2619... 8/10/2010
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Javier Galvan - BMC RTC

A

From: Erin Selvera

To: Galvan, Javier
Date: 8/9/2010 5:51 PM
Subject: BMC RTC

Attachments: RTC_143272 8-4-2010.doc

Javier,

Attached is the revised version. I have 1 last comment and 1 question. Feel free to call me if you want to
discuss.

Thanks,

Erin

Erin René Selvera

Attorney, Environmental Law Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Phone 512-239-6033

Fax 512-239-0606

This email may contain Attorney Work Product and/or Privileged Attorney-Client Confidential Information. DO
NOT RELEASE OUTSIDE TCEQ WITHOUT EXPRESS PERMISSION OF THE AUTHOR OR THE OFFICE OF LEGAL
SERVICES.

é Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

file://C:\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C604039TNRDOM30AQPO1001767564171D61\... 8/9/2010



TCEQ AIR QUALITY PERMIT NUMBER 7711A

APPLICATION BY § BEFORE THE
BUILDING MATERIALS §
CORPORATION OF AMERICA §
ASPHALT ROOFING PRODUCTION § TEXAS COMMISSION ON
FACILITY §
DALLAS, DALLAS COUNTY §
§ ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the commission or
TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the New Source Review
Authorization application and Executive Director’s preliminary decision.

As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.156, before an application is
approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or
significant comments. The Office of Chief Clerk timely received comment letters from the
following persons: David Hunter. This Response addresses all timely public comments
received, whether or not withdrawn. If you need more information about this permit application
or the permitting process please call the TCEQ Office of Public Assistance at 1-800-687-4040.
General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at www.tceq.state.tx.us.

BACKGROUND

Description of Facilities

Building Materials Corporation of America (the Applicant) has applied to the TCEQ for a New
Source Review Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.0518. Air Quality
Permit Number 7711A will authorize the modification of an existing facility that may emit air
contaminants.

This permit will authorize the Applicant to modify existing operations to resolve deviations that
resulted from stack testing. The Applicant will also be consolidating by incorporation, Standard
Permit Registration No. 81652 as part of the amendment, and correcting permit representations
for existing facilities and for facilities that no longer exist at the plant site. All permit changes
will reflect current operating conditions for all permitted facilities at the site. There are no
proposed production rate increases for asphalt shingles, physical modifications to existing
facilities, or new construction of facilities. Building Materials Corporation of America has
requested to increase asphalt throughput rates for Lines 1 and 3. However the increase in asphalt

facilities are located at 2600 Singleton Blvd Dallas, Dallas County. Contaminants authorized
under this permit include particulate matter, including particulate matter less than 10 microns in




Executive Director’s Response to Public Comments
Building Materials Corporation of America, Permit No. 7711A
Page 2 of 6

diameter and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM/PM,o/PM;5), sulfur

dioxide (S0O,), volatile organic compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide (CO), and nitrogen oxides

(NO,).

Procedural Background

Before work is begun on the modification of an existing facility that may emit air contaminants,

the person planning the modification must obtain a permit amendment from the commission. =

This permit application is amendment of Air Quality Permit Number 7711A.

2008, and declared administratively
ntent to Obtain an Air Quality Permit

The permit application was received on December
complete on January 14, 2009. The Notice of Receip
(NORI or first public notice) for this permit appli
English in - the Dallas Observer and in Spanislf.
Preliminary Decision (NAPD or second public notits
on March 11, 2010 in English in the Dallas Observe
application was administratively complete after Septem
procedural requirements adopted in accordance with House

The Notice of Application and
sanish in EI Extra. Since this
1999, this action is subject to the
801, 76th Legislature, 1999.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSE: -

COMMENT 1: Comm
already caused, health;

ieves that air emissions from the plant may be causing, or have
sses that may be linked to cancer and other diseases. (David

RESPONSE 1: Section 382.002 of the TCAA authorizes the commission to safeguard the state’s
air resources from pollution by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air
contaminants, consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare and physical
property including aesthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and maintenance of
adequate visibility. The commission does not regulate on-site worker health, but rather ambient

(off-property) air. Criteria pollutants are those pollutants for which a National Ambient Air @
Quality Standard (NAAQS) has been established. The U.S. EPA, under authority in the Federal : .

Clean Air Act (FCAA), established NAAQS as levels of air quality to protect public health and
welfare. The plant will continue to emit PM, including PM;y and PM, 5, SO,, VOCs, CO, and
NOx as the criteria pollutants. The NAAQS is set by the U.S. EPA to protect sensitive members
of the population, such as children and the elderly, after scientific review and public input.
Every permit holder must comply with federal and state standards established for these pollutants
to ensure the protectiveness of public health and welfare. The TCAA requires that the Applicant
demonstrate use of best available control technology (BACT) and that the emissions are not
detrimental to public health and welfare.

In the review of this application, the proposed emission changes were evaluated, and it was
determined that when the plant operates in compliance with its permit, it is not expected that

n was published on February 5, 2009, in - »

it application was published
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existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be adverse health impacts from emission
of PM, including PM,o and PM;s, SO,, VOCs, CO, and NOx. The Applicant will continue to
use abatement devices and methods that meet, and in some cases exceed BACT criteria for
asphalt processing and asphalt roofing facilities with consideration given to economic
reasonableness and technical practicality. All emissions are vented to an incinerator that will
capture and destroy PM/PM;¢/PM; s, VOC, and hazardous air pollutants with greater than ninety-
five percent efficiency. A review of the RACT, BACT, LAER Clearinghouse (RBLC), a
database of nationwide permitted facilities was conducted to d associated permitted
emission limits and methods of abatement for similar sources. dgHte review of the RBLC for
asphalt processing and asphalt roofing plants resulted in one glant located in Ohio. The Ohio

proposed limit re51dmg within the range of recently reviewed and appro: ermit limits for
combustion sources also emitting CO. It is expected that the majority
emanate from the §ncmemmf]

| MO aud VOC. ﬂow&ﬁihmp@h:w«h ]
VM v:‘ 3 o = 4 - L

s

When necessary, the Toxicology Divigion reviews the non-criteria pollutants emitted from, the
proposed facility, comparing the facti; proposed emissions to Effects Screening Levels
(ESLs). ESLs are constituent-specific guideline concentrations used in the Executive Director’s
effects evaluation of constituent concentrations in air. These guidelines are derived by TCEQ’s
Toxicology Division and are based on a constituent’s potential to cause adverse health effects,
odor nuisances, vegetation effects, or materials damage (e.g. corrosion). Health-based screening
levels are set at levels lower than levels reported to produce adverse health effects, and are set to
protect the general public, including sensitive subgroups such as children, the elderly, or people
with existing respiratory conditions. Adverse health or welfare effects are not expected to occur
if the air concentration of a constituent is below its ESL. If an air concentration of a constituent
is above the screening level, it is not necessarily indicative that an adverse effect will occur, but -
rather that further evaluation is warranted. ESLs are established considering a generous safety
factor L protect not only the general public, but also sensitive members of the general public. In
2 At the proposed health effects of asphalt vapors were evaluated, and
3 the plant operates in compliance with its permit, it is not expected
bns will worsen or that there will be adverse health impacts from

‘new construction or modifications may be required to include air
dispersion modeling 50 allow the TCEQ staff to evaluate the impact of emissions from the
proposed facility upon the health, general welfare, and property of the public and for the
Applicant to demonstrate compliance with all air quality rules and regulations and the intent of -
the TCAA. In this case, refined atmospheric dispersion modeling submitted in support of this
application demonstrated that no cumulative concentration of any air contaminant will exceed
NAAQS established for criteria pollutants or ESLs established for non-criteria pollutants.
Appropriate background concentrations for criteria pollutants were retrieved from monitoring
stations nearby the plant site to determine total concentrations for comparison against the
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NAAQS. Additional Toxicology review of the non-criteria pollutant (asphalt vapors, a class of
VOCs) was unnecessary because the total concentration was less than the ESL.

Results of the air dispersion modeling conducted by the applicant indicate the project’s modeled
maximum ground level concentration (GLCy,,) for 24-hour PM,o is 68ug/m™ which is above the -
24-hour PMio de minimis concentration threshold of Sug/m’. In accordance with TCEQ Air
Quality Modeling Guidelines, the next step requires the addition of the appropriate background
concentration. In this case, 56pug/m> was added to the modeled concentration, resulting in a PM,;o
GLCax concentration value of 124pg/m which is below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of
150pg/m’.

Results of the air dispersion modeling mdlcate the pr ’s modeled GLCp for annual PMj,
emissions were predlcted to be 18ug/m®, which is
threshold of lpg/m and thus gmdance requires i€ addition of the appropriate background

the modeled concentmtlon resultmg in an annal |
the NAAQS protectiveness limit of 50ug/m’.

be 83ug/m’, which is above the de minimis concentration ‘thr2 hold of lOug/m and thus
guidance requires the addition of the approprlate background ¢ }& centration. The appropriate
background concentration of 103ug/m® was added, resulting irf'a maximum concentration of
low the NAAQS protectiveness limit of 188pg/m’,

ing indicate the project’s modeled GLC e for annual NO, to
e minimis concentration threshold of 1pg/m®. The modeled -
he appropriate background concentration of 30pug/m’

d4pg/m”.  This value is also below the NAAQS

value at the GLCnax locaﬁ
resulting in a maximum
protectiveness limit of 100ug

To address the state property line stg d for SO, the modeled 1-hour concentration was used
as a surrogate for comparison agaiist the 30—m1nute standard. Since there is no de minimis
value, the GLCnax modeled value of 676ug/m® was compared directly against the TCEQ
standard of 1,021 ug/m® and found to be lower.

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCpnax for 3-hour SO, was :
found to be 532ug/m’ which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of 25pg/m
Therefore, the appropriate background concentration of 24ug/m® was added, resulting in a
maximum concentration of 556ug/m>. This value is also below the NAAQS protectiveness limit
of 1,300ug/m’.

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCyyax for 24-hour SO, to -
be 329ug/m’, which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of 5pg/m®. Therefore, the

modeled value at the GLCya location was added to the appropriate background concentration of -

e PMio de minimis concentration -
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13pg/m® resulting in a maximum concentratlon of 342ug/m>. This value is also below the
NAAQS protectiveness limit of 365ug/m’.

Results of the air dispersion modeling indicate the project’s modeled GLCypax for annual SO; to
be 39ug/m>, which is above the de minimis concentration threshold of 1ug/m®. Therefore, the
modeled value at the GLCpax location was added to the a?proprlate background concentration of
3ug/m’, resulting in a max1mum concentration of 42pg/m”. This value is also below the NAAQS
protectiveness limit of 80pg/m’.

Asphalt vapors from the facilities and operating procedure were evaluated on a short-term and a
long-term basis for comparison to the ESL. On a 1-hour basis, the modeled value at the GLCpax
location was found to be 336ug/m’. This value is below the TCEQ Toxicology Division’s
established limitation of 350ug/m’ required for protee
public health, general welfarc, and physical propexty; mcluding the aesthetic enjoyment of air

modeled value at the GLCax location was fourid' " .. This value is also below the
TCEQ Toxicology Sectlon s estabhshed limitation of35)g quired for protectiveness with
and physical property, including the

ctive de minimis levels
6d required by the NAAQS to

All other contaminants were evaluated to be below the
corresponding to the contaminant and the time averaging peri
determine protectiveness

In addition to meeting the above federal and state standards and guidelines, applicants must
comply with 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits nuisance conditions. Specifically, that rule states
that "no person shall discharge from any source" air contaminants which are or may "tend to be
injurious to or adversely affect human health or welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property, or
as to interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of animal life, vegetation, or property.” As
long as the facilities at the plant perated in compliance with the terms of the permit,
nuisance conditions or conditions o Ilution are not expected.

Individuals are encouraged to report any concerns about nuisance issues or suspected
noncompliance with terms of any permit or other environmental regulation by contacting the
TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office at 817-588-5800 or by calling the 24-hour toll-free
Environmental Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-3186. If the plant is found to be out of
compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit, it will be subject to possible
enforcement action. Citizen-collected evidence may be used in such an action. See 30 TAC §
70.4, Enforcement Action Using Information Provided by Private Individual, for details on
gathering and reporting such evidence. The TCEQ has procedures in place for accepting
environmental complaints from the general public but now has a new tool for bringing potential
environmental problems to light. Under the citizen-collected evidence program, individuals can
provide information on possible violations of environmental law and the information can be used
by the TCEQ to pursue enforcement. In this program, citizens can become involved and may

ss with respect to the protection of -
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eventually testify at a hearing or trial concerning the violation. For additional information, see f”

the TCEQ publication, “Do You Want to Report an Environmental Problem? Do You Have
Information or Evidence?” This booklet is available in English and Spanish from the TCEQ

Publications office at 512-239-0028, and may be downloaded from the agency website at -

www.tceq.state.tx.us (under Publications, search for document no. 278).

CHANGES MADE IN RESPONSE TO COM]VIEL\LT
=

No changes to the draft permit have been made in response to omment.

Respectfully %ubmitted§

Texas Commission on Envir

Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executiye Director

Stephanie Bergeron Perdue, Deputy Director
Environmental Law Division

éra, Staff Attorney
nvironmental Law Division
2 Bar Number 24043385
Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
(512) 239-6033

Representing the
Executive Director of the
Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality
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Javier Galvan - Re: BMC revised RTC - Permit No. 7711A

From: Stephanie Howell

To: Galvan, Javier; Selvera, Erin

Date: 8/3/2010 3:05 PM

Subject: Re: BMC revised RTC - Permit No. 7711A
CC: Gould, Mike

Erin,
This RTC is ready to be filed once y'all are ok with it. We have Director approval.
Stephanie

>>> Javier Galvan 8/3/2010 2:58 PM >>>

Erin,

I have received comments from APD upper management regarding the comments that you provided and that I
incorporated into the RTC. I have attached for your review the revised RTC with APD upper management's
comments incorporated into the RTC. Thank you.

Javier

file://CA\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C583054TNRDOM30AQPO10017675641715E1\...  8/3/2010
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Javier Galvan - BMC revised RTC - Permit No. 7711A

From: Javier Galvan

To: Selvera, Erin

Date: 8/3/2010 2:58 PM

Subject: BMC revised RTC - Permit No. 7711A
CcC: Gould, Mike; Howell, Stephanie

Attachments: RTC_143272.doc

Erin,

I have received comments from APD upper management regarding the comments that you provided and that I
incorporated into the RTC. I have attached for your review the revised RTC with APD upper management's
comments incorporated into the RTC. Thank you.

Javier

file://C\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C582E91 TNRDOM30AQPO10017675641715D1\... 8/3/2010
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Javier Galvan - Re: RTC for BMC - Permit No. 7711A

SRR

From: Jayme Sadlier

To: Galvan, Javier; Wilson, Mike

Date: 8/3/2010 12:01 PM

Subject: Re: RTC for BMC - Permit No. 7711A
CC: Gould, Mike; Howell, Stephanie

Attachments: RTC_143272_jrs_08-03-10.doc

Javier, my edits are attached. Thanks, Jayme

>>> Javier Galvan 7/29/2010 10:45 AM >>>
Mike and Jayme,

I have attached the RTC with comments from the staff attorney for the amendment application for Permit No.
7711A, Building Materials Corporation of America, located in Dallas, Dallas County.

I have also attached my revised RTC with the staff attorney's comments incorporated into it. Thank you.

Javier

=z
C>ou(°€ i /“éw&//
,z»iéf‘; ,C?C
e s
b Gfl‘b\
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TCEQ AIR QUALITY PERMIT NUMBER 7711A

APPLICATION BY § BEFORE THE
' TEXAS COMMISSION ON
o §.__ ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the commission or
TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the New Source Review .
Authorization application and Executive Director’s preliminary decision.

As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.156, before an application is
approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or
significant comments. The Office of Chief Clerk timely received comment letters from the
following persons: David Hunter. This Response addresses all timely public comments
received, whether or not withdrawn. If you need more information about this permit application
or the permitting process please call the TCEQ Office of Public Assistance at 1-800-687-4040.
General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at www.tceq.state.tx.us.

BACKGROUND

Description of Faciliﬁes

Byilding Materials Corporation of America (the ApplicantBME) has applied to the TCEQ for a
Jé\éw Source Review Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.0518. FhisAir
Quality Permit Number 7711A will authorize the modification of an existing facility that may
emit air contaminants.
v

This permit will authorize the Aapyff:ant to modify existing o;y@ﬁns to resolve deviations that

resulted from stack testing. The aApplicant will also be ablete—eensehd&te«by—meespefw
consolidating by incerporation the-permit-Standard Permit Registration No. 81652 as pdrt of the

amendment and te-correcting permit representations for existing facilities and for facilities that
no longer exist at the plant site. All permit changes will reflect current operating conditions for
all permitted facilities at the site. There are no proposed production rate increases for asphalt
shingles, physical modifications to existing facilities, or new construction of facilities. Building
Materials Corporation of America has requested to increase asphalt throughput rates for Lines 1
and 3, but the increase in asphalt throughput will not result in an increase in the production of
asphalt shingles. The facilities are located at 2600 Singleton Blvd Dallas, Dallas County.
Contaminants authorized under this permit include particulate matter, including particulate
matter less than 10 microns in diameter and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter
(PM/PM,0/PM; ), sulfur dioxide (SO2), volatile organic compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide
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Procedural Background

Before work is begun on the modification of an existing facility that may emit air contaminants,
the person planning the modification must obtain a permit amendment from the commission.
This permit application is amendment of Air Quality Permit Number 7711A.

The permit application was received on December 19, 2008, and declared administratively
complcte on January 14, 2009. The Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an Air Quality Permit
(NORI or first public notice) for this permit application was published on February 5, 2009, in
English in - the Dallas Obscrver and in Spanish in = Ef Extra. The Notice of Application and
Preliminary Decision (NAPD or sccond public notice) for this permit application’ was published
on March 11, 2010 in English in the Dallas Observer. and in Spanish in E/ Extra. Since this
application was administratively complete after September 1, 1999, this action is subject to the
procedural requirements adopted in accordance with House Bill 801, 76th Legislature, 1999.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

ya

COMMENT 1: Commenter believes that air emissions trom the plant may be causing, or have
already caused, health-related illnesses that may be linked to cancer and other diseases. (David
Hunter) - : o,
RESPONSE 1: Section 382.002 of the TCAA authorizes the commission to safeguard the state’s
air resources from pollution by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air
contaminants, consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare and physical
property including acsthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and maintenance of
adequate visibility. The commission does not regulate on-site worker health, but rather ambient
(off-property) air. Critcria pollutants are those pollutants for which a National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) has been established. The U.S. EPA, under authority in the Federal
Clean Air Act (FCAA), established NAAQS as levels of air quality to protect public health and
welfare. The plant will continue to emit particulate matter (PM). including PM,, and PM;,
sultur dioxide, volatile organic compounds, carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxides as the criteria
pollutants. The NAAQS is set by the U.S. EPA to protect sensitive members of the population,
such as children and the elderly, after scientific review and public input. Fwvery permit holder
must comply with federal and state standards established for these pollytants to ensure the
protcctiveness of public health and weltare. The TCAA requires that the aApplicant demonstrate
use of best available control technology (BACT) and that the emissions are not detrimental to
public health and welfare. In the review of this application, the proposed emission changes were
evaluated, and it was determined that when the plant operates in compliance with its permit, it is
not expected that existing health conditions will worsen or that there will be adverse health

AN

e e - o
--| Comment [§2]: This is not a true header. [ deleted |
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impacts from emissions of PM, including PM,o and PM.s, Aulfur dioxide, volatile organic
| compounds, carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxides. The aApplicant will continue to use
abatement devices and methods that meet, and in some cases exceed, BACT criteria for asphalt
processing and asphalt roofing facilitics with consideration given to economic reasonableness
and technical practicality. All sources of emissions will vent emissions to an incinerator that will
capture and destroy PM/PM;¢/PM; s, VOC, and hazardous air pollutants with greater than 95
percent efticiency. A review of the RACT, BACT, LAER Clearinghouse (RBLC), a database of
nationwide permitted facilities and their associated permitied emission limits and methods of
abatcment, resulted in no other existing stationary source employing abatement devices or
methods for control of SO,, only for ubatemcny‘of PM/PM,y, CO, and VOC. Evaluation of the
range of recently reviewed and approved permit limits for combustion sources also emitting CO.
Tt is expected that the majority of emitted CO will emanaté from the incinerator.
PR .
Effects Screening T.evcls (ESLs) arc constituent-specific guideline concentrations used in the
Exccutive Director’s effects evaluation of constituent concentrations in air. These guidelines are
derived by TCEQ's Toxicology Section and are based on a constituent’s potential to cause
adverse health effects, odor nuisances, vegetation eficcts, or materials damage (e.g. corrosion).
Health-based screening levels are set at levels lower than levels reported to produce adverse
health eftects. and are set to protect the general public, including sensitive subgroups such as
children, the elderly, or people with ¢xisting respiratory conditions. Adverse health or welfare
cffects are not expected to occur it the air concentration of a constituent is below its ESL. If an
air concentration of a constituent is above the screening level, it is not necessarily indicative that
an adverse effect will occur, but rather that further evaluation is warranted. ESLs are established
considering a generous safcty factor to protect not only the general public, but also sensitive
members of the general public. In the review of this application, the proposed health effects of
asphalt vapors were evaluated, and it was determined that when the plant operates in compliance
with its permit, it is not expected that existing-health conditions will worsen or that there will be
adverse health impacts from emissions of asphalt vapors.

Permit applications for new construction or modifications may be required to include air
dispersion modeling in order for the TCEQ staff to evaluate the impact of emissions from the

~proposed facility upon the hcalth, general welfare, and property of the public and for the

| aApplicant to demonstrate compliance with all air quality rules and regulations and the intent of
the TCAA. In this case. refined atmospheric dispersion modeling submitted in support of this
application demonstrated that no cumulative concentration of any air contaminant will exceed
NAAQS established for criteria pollutants or ESLs established for non-criteria pollutants.
Appropriate background concentrations for criteria pollutants were retrieved from monitoring
stations nearby the plant site to determine total concentrations for comparison against the
NAAQS. Toxicology review of the non-criteria pollutant was unnecessary because the total
concentration was less than the ESL.

_/
Executive-Director’s Response to Public Connnents
Butding Muteriab-Corperation-of Amertc . Perrait- No-77HA
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For the facilities and operating proccdure defined in the application, the 24-hour PMy, de
minimus level is 5 pg/m’. and the modeled maximum ground level concentration (GLCpng) value
was found to be 68 ug/m3. Upon identitying this exceedance, The Air Quality Modeling
Guidelines requires the addition of the appropriate background, 56 ug/m?® in this case, to the
modeled concentration, i.e. 68 ug/m’®, resulting in a PM;o GLCmax concentration value of 124
pg/m> which is significantly below the NAAQS protectiveness limit of 150 ug/m’.

The annual PM,, de minimus levelis 1 pg/m3, and the modeled value at the GLC ax location was
found to be 18 pg/m’. As before, upon identifving this exceedance. The Air Quality Modeling
Guidelines requires the addition of the approprmtc background, 30 pg/m’ in this case. to the
modeled concentration, i.e. 18 ug/m resulting in a 24-hour GLCqnax value of 48 pym This,
again, is lower than the NAAQS protectiveness requlrcmem of 30 pg/m’,

&

7

V4

The 1-hour NO; de minimus concentréxtlon is 10 pg:/m and the ‘modcled value at the GL.C,.«
location was found to be 83 pg/m’.  Fhus; as—hefore—dDue to the excecdence above the de
minimus threshold, the modeled value at the GLC 4 location was added to the approprmte
background concentration of 103 pg/m® resulting in a maxlmum concentration of 186 pg/m’.
This value is also below the NAAQS limitation of 188 pgjm requnred for protectiveness with
respect to the NAAQS.

o )
The annual NO- de minimus concentra(ion is 1 'ug/m3, and the modeled value at the GLCpax
location was found to be 14 p.g/m’3 . Y4husas-beforedDue to the exceedence above the de
minimus threshold, the modeled value at the GLCruax location was added to the appmprlatc
background concentration of 30 pg/m’ resulting in a maxlmum concentration of 44 pgm This
value is also below the NAAQS hmxtatlon ot 100 pg/m’ required for protectiveness with respect
to the NAAQS. . -

To address the state property line standard for SO, the modeled 1-hour concentration was used
as a surrogate for comparison against the 30-minute standard. Since there is no de minimus
value, the GLCmax modeled value of 676 pg/m® was compared directly against the TCEQ
standard of 1.021 ug/m’. Therefore, this modeled value is lower than the TCEQ protectiveness
requirement of 1.021 pug/m’.

The 3-hour SO, de minimus concentration is 25 ugm3, and the modeled value at the GLCpax
location was found to be 532 ug/m3. Thus, as before, due to the exceedence above the de
minimus threshold, the modeled value at the GLCmax location was added to the appropriate
background concentration of 24 pg/m’ resulting in a maximum concentration of 556 pg/m®. This
value js also below the NAAQS limitation of 1,300 pg/m’® required for protectivencss with
respect to the NAAQS.

/
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The 24-hour SO, de minimus concentration is 5 pg/m3, and the modeled value at the GLCax

| location was found to be 329 p.g/mJ. * Fhas—a—before—dDue to the exceedence above the de
minimus threshold, the modeled \a]uc at the GLC,,. location was added to the apprupriate
background concentration of 13 pg/m’ resulting in a ma\lmum concentration of 342 pg/m’. This
value is also below the NAAQS limitation of 365 ug/m® required for protccmeness with respect
to the NAAQS. PN

The annual SO- de minimus concentra,ﬁon is 1 pg/m and the modeled value at the GLCpmax
| location was found to be 39 ng/m’. \ Fhus—as-before—dDue to the exceedence above the de

minimus threshold, the modeled value at the GLC,, location was added to the approprmtt.

background concentration of 3 ug/m’ resulting in a. max1mum concentration of 42 pg/m’. This

value is also below the NAAQS limitation of 80,ug/m’ required for protccnveneﬁs with respect

to the NAAQS. ”

N B & .

Asphalt vapors from the facilities and operating procedure were evaluated on a short-term and a
long-term basis for comparison to the ESL. On a 1-hour basis, the modeled value at the GLC,,,.«
location was found to be 336 pg/m’. - This value is below the TCEQ Toxicology Section’s
established limitation of 350 pg/m’ required for protectiveness with respect to the protection of
public health, gencral welfare, and physical property, including-the aesthetic enjoyment of air
resources by the public and the maintenance of adequate visibility. On an annual basis, the
modeled value at the G1.Cpe, location was found to be 25 pg/m®. This value is below the TCEQ
Toxicology Scction's established limitation of 35 ug/m’ required for protectiveness with respect
to the protection of public health, general weltare, and physical property, including the aesthetic
enjoyment of air resources by the public and the maintenance of adequate visibility.

All other contaminants: were evaluated to be below the respective de minimis levels
corresponding to the contaminant and the time averaging period required by the NAAQS to
determine protectivencss.

In addition to meeting the above federal and state standards and guidelines. applicants must
comply with 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits nuisance conditions. Specifically, that rule states
that "no person shall discharge from any source" air contaminants which are or may "tend to be
injurious to or adversely affect human health or welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property, or
as to interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of animal life, vegetation, or property." As
long as the facilities at the plant are operated in compliance with the terms of the permit,
nuisance conditions or conditions of air pollution are not expected.

| Individuals are encouraged to report any concerns about nuisance issues or suspected
noncompliance with terms of any permit or other environmental regulation by contacting the
TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office at 817-588-5800 or by calling the 24-hour toll-free
Environmentsl Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-3186. If the plant is found to be out of
| compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit, it will be subject to possible
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enforcement action.  Citizen-collected evidence may be used in such an action. See 30 TAC §
70.4, Enforcement Action Using Information Provided by Private Individual, for details on
gathering and reporting such evidence. The TCEQ has procedures in place for accepting
environmental complaints from the general public but now has a new tool for bringing potential
environmental problems to light. Under the citizen-collected evidence program, individuals can
provide information on possible violations of environmental law and the information can be used
by the TCEQ to pursuce enforcement. In this program, citizens can bccome involved and may
eventually testify at a hearing or trial concerning the violation. For additional information, see
the TCEQ publication, “Do You Want to Report.an Environmental Problem? Do You Have
Information or Evidence?” This booklet is available in English and Spanish from the TCEQ
Publications office at 512-239-0028. and may be downloaded from the agency website at
www.teeq state.tx.us (under Publications, search for document no. 278).

CHANGES MADE IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT
No changes to the draft permit have been madé in response to publlc comment.
Rcspccifﬁllyvsubr;littcd,
‘ ‘f\l‘exas Commission on Environmental Quality
Mari R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

Stephanie Bergeron Perdue, Deputy Director
"Environmental Law Division

Erin Selvera, Staft Attorney
Environmental Law Division
State Bar Number

PO Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
(512) 239-6033

Representing the
Executive Director of the
Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality
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From: Mike Gould

To: Howell, Stephanie

Date: 8/3/2010 12:06 PM

Subject: BMC/Zumwalt

CC: Berksan, Alex; Galvan, Javier

Stephanie:

Building Materials is going to prehearing on August 16th and ELD is preparing the backup materials for the
Judge. Erin would like to get the RTC filed as soon as possible to provide to the judge as well. Any help you
can provide in getting the recent revisions that were sent to upper management approved; and then giving
the authorization to file would be appreciated.

FYI -

Zumwalt RTC - Alex is continuing to incorporate your inputs and comments into the RTC. It will take him a few
days to do this. Even so, it is apparent we will not be issuing the RTC with the permit on August 11th. This is
ok as stated in the permit language that the RTC can be issued "... as soon as practicable after the executive
director grants or denies the application." My concern is due to the public sensitivity of this project it may be
perceived an issued registration did not consider public comments nor respond to them prior to issuance. We
will make it a point to explain in the C-19 that an RTC will follow the issued permit; and the public's comments
were considered in the ED's decision to issue the permit (if that is in fact the decision). Mike

file://CA\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C58065ATNRDOM30AQPO1001767564171581\... 8/3/2010
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Javier Galvan - Re: BMC

From: Erin Selvera

To: Galvan, Javier
Date: 8/3/2010 10:52 AM
Subject: Re: BMC

Thanks for sending the docs. I'll send what we have now and we can file the RTC later. Let your management
know that we need to get this one through fairly quick since the preliminary hearing is 2 weeks away.

That being said, I'll be out this afterncon and all of Thursday and Friday. I'll be here all day tomorrow but have
a couple meetings. I'm hoping we can get your management's feedback by Monday at the latest so I can file it
and forward it on to the Chief Clerk.

>>> Javier Galvan 8/3/2010 10:13 AM >>>
Erin,

I have attached a copy of the draft permit that is ready for issuance, a copy of the technical review that is
ready, a copy of the compliance history report, and a copy of the modeling report. There are no PDS or health
effects review (they were not needed).

I have incorporated your comments into the RTC and forwarded it to APD upper management for review and
approval. As of this time, we are still waiting on APD upper management for approval of the revised RTC (w/
your comments incorporated) before I can send you the revised version. As soon as I receive it, I will forward it
to you and make any changes that are necessary after you review it. Thanks.

Javier

>>> Erin Selvera 8/3/2010 9:19 AM >>>

Javier,

I need to file the documents that make up the administrative record with the Chief Clerk today. The list of
documents include the following:

Final Draft Permit, including any special provisions or conditions and MAERT
The summary of the technical review of the permit application and Preliminary Determination
Summary

The compliance history report
Modeling Audit Report
o Health effects review

I have copies from January but I want to make sure that I have the final versions of each of these documents
so please send me the final versions. Also, we need to get the RTC filed as soon as possible so that can be sent
to the judge as well.

Thanks,

Erin

Erin René Selvera
Attorney, Environmental Law Division

file://C:\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C57F4ADCTNRDOM30AQP0O1001767564171521... 8/3/2010
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From: Javier Galvan

To: Selvera, Erin
Date: 8/3/2010 10:13 AM
Subject: Re: BMC

cC: Gould, Mike

Attachments: CND - Building Materials Corporation of America (7711A) (amend); MRT - Building Materials
Corporation of America (7711A) (amend); TRV - Buidling Materials Corporation of America
(7711A) (amend); BMC - Permit No. 7711A_Compliance History Report.pdf; Modeling Audit -
7711A - Building Materials Corporation of America

Erin,

I have attached a copy of the draft permit that is ready for issuance, a copy of the technical review that is
ready, a copy of the compliance history report, and a copy of the modeling report. There are no PDS or health
effects review (they were not needed).

I have incorporated your comments into the RTC and forwarded it to APD upper management for review and
approval. As of this time, we are still waiting on APD upper management for approval of the revised RTC (w/
your comments incorporated) before I can send you the revised version. As soon as I receive it, I will forward it
to you and make any changes that are necessary after you review it. Thanks.

Javier

>>> Erin Selvera 8/3/2010 9:19 AM >>>

Javier,

I need to file the documents that make up the administrative record with the Chief Clerk today. The list of
documents include the following:

e Final Draft Permit, including any special provisions or conditions and MAERT
o The summary of the technical review of the permit application and Preliminary Determination
Summary

e The compliance history report
e Modeling Audit Report

Health effects review

I have copies from January but I want to make sure that I have the final versions of each of these documents
so please send me the final versions. Also, we need to get the RTC filed as soon as possible so that can be sent
to the judge as well.

Thanks,

Erin

Erin René Selvera

Attorney, Environmental Law Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Phone 512-239-6033

file://CA\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C5S7TEBB4ATNRDOM30OAQPO10017675641714D...  8/3/2010
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Javier Galvan - BMC

From: Erin Selvera

To: Galvan, Javier
Date: 8/3/2010 9:19 AM
Subject: BMC

Javier,
I need to file the documents that make up the administrative record with the Chief Clerk today. The list of
documents include the following:

Final Draft Permit, including any special provisions or conditions and MAERT
The summary of the technical review of the permit application and Preliminary Determination
Summary

The compliance history report
Modeling Audit Report

Health effects review

I have copies from January but I want to make sure that I have the final versions of each of these documents
so please send me the final versions. Also, we need to get the RTC filed as soon as possible so that can be sent
to the judge as well.

Thanks,

Erin

Erin René Selvera

Attorney, Environmental Law Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Phone 512-239-6033

Fax 512-239-0606

This email may contain Attorney Work Product and/or Privileged Attorney-Client Confidential Information. DO
NOT RELEASE OUTSIDE TCEQ WITHOUT EXPRESS PERMISSION OF THE AUTHOR OR THE OFFICE OF LEGAL
SERVICES.

5% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

file://CA\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C57DF3BTNRDOM30AQPO1001767564171421... 8/3/2010
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From: Javier Galvan

To: Sadlier, Jayme; Wilson, Mike
Date: 7/29/2010 10:45 AM

Subject: RTC for BMC - Permit No. 7711A
CC: Gould, Mike; Howell, Stephanie

Attachments: RTC with comments from ELD_ver 1.doc; RTC_143272.doc

Mike and Jayme,

I have attached the RTC with comments from the staff attorney for the amendment application for Permit No.
7711A, Building Materials Corporation of America, located in Dallas, Dallas County.

I have also attached my revised RTC with the staff éttorney‘s comments incorporated into it. Thank you.

Javier

file://C:\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C515BCSTNRDOM30AQPO1001767564170DF... 7/29/2010
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From: Erin Selvera

To: Galvan, Javier
Date: 7/28/2010 4:18 PM
Subject: Re: BMC RTC

Attachments: 395376 Draft as of 7-28-2010.doc
oops - soITy. see attached

>>> Javier Galvan 7/28/2010 4:16 PM >>>

Erin,

I did not receive the attachment.

>>> Erin Selvera 7/28/2010 4:00 PM >>>

Javier,

Attached is the RTC with my comments. Take a look and forward the other documents and we'll try to wrap this one up in short
order.

thanks,
Erin

jaﬁj +O (4/:‘/)'0'7 ’~
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TCEQ AIR QUALITY PERMIT NUMBER 7711A

APPLICATION BY BEFORE THE
BUILDING MATERIALS
CORPORATION OF AMERICA TEXAS COMMISSION ON

ASPHALT ROOFING PRODUCTION
FACILITY
DALLAS, DALLAS COUNTY

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

L L L LD S A

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the commission or
TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the New Source Review
Authorization application and Exccutive Director’s preliminary decision.
N kd

As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code ([AC) § 55.156, before an application is
approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or
significant comments. The Office of Chief Clerk timely received comment letters from the
following persons: David Hunter. This Response addresses all” timely public comments
received, whether or not withdrawn. It you need more information about this permit application
or the permitting process please call the TCEQ Office of Public Assistance at 1-800-687-4040.
General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at www.tceq.state.tx.us.

BACKGROUND
De'sgrigtiog of Facilities
Building Materials Corporation of America (BMC) has applied to the TCEQ for a New Source
Review Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.0518. This will authorize the

modification of an existing facility that may emit air contaminants.

This permit will authorize thg [applicunt to modify existing opcrations to resolve deviag'&ls that

resulted from stack testing. There are no proposed production rate increases, physical . .

modifications to existing facilities, or new construction of facilities. _Byifding Materials
Corporation of America has requested to incrcase asphalt throughput rates for Lines 1 and 3.

The facilities are located at 2600 Singleton Blvd Dallas, Dallas County. Contaminants

authorized under this permit include particulate matter, including particulate matter less than 10
microns in diameter, "gnd particulate matter less than 2.5 mdcrons in diameter_(PM/PM,/PM- 5),
sulfur dioxide E§0a), volatile organic compounds_(VOC), carbon monoxide (CQ), and nitrogen
oxides (NQy).

Comment [el]: We need to add sentences about
the other activities occurring in this application 1.e
the roll i of standard permit 81652 and cotrection
permut and MAERT to reflect current operating
conditions,

Comment [e2]: How is this different than
produchon rate increases — could be confusing to
reader

!
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Procedural Background

Before work is begun on the modificatign of an existing facility that may emit air contaminants,
the person planning the modification must obtain a permit amendment from the commission.
This permit application is for a-permit-amendment of Air Quality Permit Number 7711A.

The permit application was received on December 19, 2008, and declared administratively
complete ¢h January 14, 2009. The Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an Air Qualitv Permit
(NORI or first public notice) for this pcrmivipplication was publishgd on February 5, 2009, in
Englistiin -the Dalflas Observer and in Spanish in -£1 kxtra.-Spapish-Newspaper. The Notice of
Application and Preliminary Decision (NAPD or second public notice) for this permit
application was published in on March 11, 2010 in English in the Dallas Observer, and in
Spanish in E{ Extra. Since this application was administratively complete after September 1,
1999, this action is subject to the procedural requirements adopted in accordance with House Bill
801, 76th Legislature, 1999,

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

COMMENT 1: Commenter belicves that air emissions.from the plant may be causing, or have
already caused, health-related illnesses that may be linked to cancer and other discases. (David
Hunter) LT

RESPONSE 1: Scction 382.002 of the TCAA authorizes the commission to safeguard the state’s
air resources from pollution by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air
contaminants, consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare and physical
property including aesthetic enjoyment of air resources by the public and maintenance of
adequate visibility. The commission docs not regulate on-site worker health, but rather ambient
(off-property) air. Criteria pollutants are those pollutants for which a National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) has been established. The U.S. EPA, under authority in the Federal -.
Clean Air Act (FC AelA), established NAAQS as levels of air quality to protect public health and .
welfare. The plant will continue to emit particulate matter (PM), including PM;, and PM, s,
sultur dioxide, volatile organic compounds, carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxides as the criteria
pollutants. The NAAQS is sct by the U.S. EPA to protect sensitive members of the population,
such as children and the elderly, after scientific review and public input. Every permit holder
must comply with federal and state standards established for these pollutants to ensure the
protectiveness of public health and welfare. The TCM requires that the applicant demonstrate™
usc of best available control technology (BACT) be-used-at-the-plant-and that the emissions are
not detrimental to public hcalth and welfare. In the review of this application, the proposed
emission changes were evaluated., and it was determined that when the plant operates in
compliance with its permit. it is not expected that existing health conditions will worsen or that
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there will be adverse health impacts from emissions of PM, including PMo and PM, s, sulfur
dioxide, volatile organic compounds, carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxides are expected.

Effects Screening Levels (ESLs) are constituent-specific guideline concentrations used in the
Executive Director’s effects evaluation of constituent concentrations in air. These guidelines are
derived by TCEQ’s Toxicology Section and are based on a constituent’s potential to cause
adverse health effects, odor nuisances, vegetation effects, or materials damage (e.g. corrosion).
Health-based screening levels are set at levels lower than levels reported to produce adverse
health effects, and are set to protect the general public, including sensitive subgroups such as
children, the elderly, or people with existing respiratory conditions. Adverse health or welfare
effects are not expected to occur if the air concentration of a constituent is below its ESL. If an
air concentration of a constituent is above the screening level, it is not necessarily indicative that
an adverse effect will occur, but rather that further evaluation is warranted. ESLs are established
considering a generous safety factor to protect not only the general public, but also sensitive
members of the general public. In the review of this application, the proposed health effects of

5

.

-1 Comment [e3]: We need to expand the BACT

analysis and explain the results of the modeling. The
old Tech review shows increases in CO and SO2 but
decreases in other pollutants, Please send me the
current copy of your tech review, the modeling audit
memo and toxicology memo so we can capture

everything.

e { Formatted: Highlight J

with its permit, it is not expected that existing health conditions w1ll worsen or that there will be
adverse health impacts from emissions of asphalt vapors [

In addition to meeting the above federal and state standards and guidelines, applicants must
comply with 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits nuisance conditions. Specifically, that rule states
that "no person shall discharge from any source" air contaminants which are or may "tend to be
injurious to or adversely affect human health or welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property, or
as to interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of animal life, vegetation, or property." As
long as the facilities at the plant are operated in compliance with the terms of the permit,
nuisance conditions or conditions of air pollution‘ are not expected.

Individuals are encouraged to _report any concerns about nuisance issues or suspected
noncompliance with terms of any" permit or other environmental regulation by contacting the
TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office at 817-588-5800 or by calling the 24-hour toll-free
Environmental Complaints Hotline™ at 1-888-777-3186. If the plant is found to be out of
compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit, it will be subject to possible
enforcement action. Citizen-collected evidence may be used in such an action. See 30 TAC §
70.4, Enforcement Action Using Information Provided by Private Individual, for details on
gathering and reporting such evidence. The TCEQ has procedures in place for accepting
environmental complaints from the general public but now has a new tool for bringing potential
environmental problems to light. Under the citizen-collected evidence program, individuals can
provide information on possible violations of environmental law and the information can be used
by the TCEQ to pursue enforcement. In this program, citizens can become involved and may
eventually testify at a hearing or trial concerning the violation. For additional information, see
the TCEQ publication, “Do You Want to Report an Environmental Problem? Do You Have

-1 Comment [e4]: Did you send this one to

toxicology? If so what did the memo state? Send me
a copy please.
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Executive Director's Response to Public Comments

Building Materials Corporation of America, Permit No.7711A
Page 4 of 4

Information or Evidence?™ This booklet is available in English and Spanish from the TCEQ
Publications office at 512-239-0028, and may be downloaded from the agency website at
www.tceq.state.tx.us (under Publications, scarch for document no. 278).

CHANGES MADE IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT
No changes to the draft permit have been made in response to public comment.
Respectfully submitted,

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

. Mark R. Viékery, P.G., Executive Dircctor

AN

7

Stephanie Bergeron Perdue, Deputy Director
Office of 1.cgal Services

Robert Martinez,,,Director
Environmental Law Division

£

. ‘,Ms:-Erin Sclvera, Staff Attorney
.~ Environmental T.aw Division
State Bar Number 24043385
i PO Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
& (512) 239-6033

REPRESENTING THE
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE
TEXAS COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
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Javier Galvan -

Re: BMC

T

From: Javier Gaivan

To: Selvera, Erin
Date: 7/28/2010 1:56 PM
Subject: Re: BMC

Erin,
I have the following for you:

NORI - 2.5.09 (spanish)
NAPD - 3.11.10 (spanish)

NAPD was published in the same newspaper, for both english and spanish, as NORI.

Javier

>>> Erin Selvera 7/28/2010 1:12 PM >>>

I'm looking at the RTC for BMC and need to fill a couple gaps in the procedural history regarding notice. Can
you look at your file and let me know the dates of spanish publication for both NORI and NAPD and confirm that

NAPD was published in the same papers as NORI. Thanks,
Erin

file://C\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C503712TNRDOM30OAQPO1001767564170C4...  7/28/2010
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Javier Galvan - Re: BMC RTC - Permit No. 7711A

B S B

From: Erin Selvera

To: Galvan, Javier

Date: 7/28/2010 12:43 PM

Subject: Re: BMC RTC - Permit No. 7711A

I looked in my files and have the RTC. I'll take a look at it and let you know if I have any questions. If not, T'll
finalize any edits and send it to my supervisor for final review before filing.
I'll be in touch.

Erin René Selvera

Attorney, Environmental Law Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Phone 512-239-6033

Fax 512-239-0606

This email may contain Attorney Work Product and/or Privileged Attorney-Client Confidential Information. DO
NOT RELEASE OUTSIDE TCEQ WITHOUT EXPRESS PERMISSION OF THE AUTHOR OR THE OFFICE OF LEGAL
SERVICES.

5% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

>>> Javier Galvan 7/28/2010 12:24 PM >>>
Erin,

After some more discussions with my management, it is my understanding that our division director has already
reviewed and approved the RTC, and as long as you are okay with it, it is ready to be filed with the OCC. That
written, based on the revisions that we performed regarding the 1-hour NO2 NAAQS, we do not need to make
any corrections/revisions to the RTC. The updated modeling results did not affect, for that matter change, the
special conditions or the MAERT of the permit, only my technical review associated with the review of the
project. A draft RTC was sent to Booker on 5.14.10, but if you need another copy of it, please let me know, and
I will send you one immediately.

Also, upper management of APD has yet to review and approve the (technical aspect of the) project, but we
hope to facilitate that within the next 5 to 7 business days, i.e. we have requested our typing group to expedite
the project such that I can hand-over the final technical package to upper management by next Wednesday, the
latest ideally next Friday. Both Mike Gould and the section manager have reviewed and approved it (at least
once).

Thanks.

Javier

>>> Erin Selvera 7/28/2010 10:36 AM >>>

I don't need approval from anyone. We need to get the RTC out ASAP. Remind me where we are on it. Have

you prepared a draft for me to review?

>>> Javier Galvan 7/28/2010 10:17 AM >>>
Erin,

file://C\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C502605TNRDOM30AQPO1001767564170C2...  7/28/2010
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Javier Galvan - Re: BMC RTC - Permit No. 7711A

A

From: Javier Galvan

To: Selvera, Erin

Date: 7/28/2010 12:24 PM

Subject: Re: BMC RTC - Permit No. 7711A

Erin,

After some more discussions with my management, it is my understanding that our division director has already
reviewed and approved the RTC, and as long as you are okay with it, it is ready to be filed with the OCC. That
written, based on the revisions that we performed regarding the 1-hour NO2 NAAQS, we do not need to make
any corrections/revisions to the RTC. The updated modeling results did not affect, for that matter change, the
special conditions or the MAERT of the permit, only my technical review associated with the review of the
project. A draft RTC was sent to Booker on 5.14.10, but if you need another copy of it, please let me know, and
I will send you one immediately.

Also, upper management of APD has yet to review and approve the (technical aspect of the) project, but we
hope to facilitate that within the next 5 to 7 business days, i.e. we have requested our typing group to expedite
the project such that I can hand-over the final technical package to upper management by next Wednesday, the
latest ideally next Friday. Both Mike Gould and the section manager have reviewed and approved it (at least
once).

Thanks.

Javier

>>> Erin Selvera 7/28/2010 10:36 AM >>>

I don't need approval from anyone. We need to get the RTC out ASAP. Remind me where we are on it. Have
you prepared a draft for me to review?

>>> Javier Galvan 7/28/2010 10:17 AM >>>
Erin,

After speaking with the section manager, the following question arose:

Are you waiting on the section manager to inform you that the project is technically complete and to file the
RTC, or are you waiting from approval from the section manager?

There may be some confusion over here regarding RTCs. Thank you.

Javier

file://CA\WINDOWS\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C502184TNRDOM30AQPO1001767564170C1...  7/28/2010



Buddy Garcia, Chairman (\)
Larry R. Soward, Commissioner

Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Commissioner
Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

January 26, 2009
MR DOUG HARRIS
PLANT ENGINEER
GAF ELK MATERIALS CORPORATION
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Permit Alteration
Permit Number: 7711A
Asphalt Roofing Facility
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN602717464
Account Number: DB-0378-S

Dear Mr. Harris:

This is in response to your letter received October 24, 2008, requesting alteration of the
maximum allowable emission rates table (MAERT) of the above-referenced permit. We
understand that you wish to lower the emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) from
emission points Line 1 Cooling Section and Line 3 Cooling Section. We also understand that the
testing you have performed on these emission points has shown that the emissions of VOCs are
lower than those listed in your permit MAERT.

As indicated in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 116.116(c) [30 TAC § 116.116(c)], and
based on our review, Permit Number 7711A is altered. Enclosed is the altered MAERT to
replace the one currently attached to your permit. Please attach it to your permit.

As of July 1, 2008, all analytical data generated by a mobile or stationary laboratory in support
of compliance with air permits must be obtained from a NELAC (National Environmental
Laboratory Accreditation Conference) accredited laboratory under the Texas Laboratory
Accreditation Program or meet one of several exemptions. Specific information concerning
which laboratories must be accredited and which are exempt may be found in 30 TAC §§ 25.4
and 25.6.

For additional information regarding the laboratory accreditation program and a list of accredited
laboratories and their fields of accreditation, please see the following website:

http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/compliance/compliance_support/qa/env_lab_accreditation.html

P.O. Box 13087 ¢ Austin, Texas 78711-3087 + 512/239-1000 = Internet address: www.tceq.state.tx.us

printed on recycled paper using soy-based ink



Mr. Doug Harris
Page 2
January 26, 2009

Re: Permit Number 7711 A

For questions regarding the accreditation program, you may contact the Texas Laboratory
Accreditation Program at (512) 239-3754 or by e-mail at labprgms@tceq.state.tx.us.

Your cooperation in this matter is appreciated. If you need further information or have any
questions, please contact Mr. Alex Berksan, P.E., at (512) 239-1595 or write to the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Office of Permitting and Registration, Air Permits
Division, MC-163, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087.

This action is taken under authority delegated by the Executive Director of the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality.

Sincerely,

Richard A. Hyde, P.E., Director

Air Permits Division

Office of Permitting and Registration

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

RAH/AB/pg

Enclosure

cc:  Mr. Christine M. Chambers, Managing Consultant, Trinity Consultants, Dallas
Section Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Environmental and Health
Services, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Fort Worth

Project Number: 141918

e
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

Permit Number 7711A

This table lists the maximum allowable emission rates and all sources of air contaminants on the applicant’s property
covered by this permit. The emission rates shown are those derived from information submitted as part of the
application for permit and are the maximum rates allowed for these facilities. Any proposed increase in emission
rates may require an application for a modification of the facilities covered by this permit.

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**
STILLYARD OPERATION
HTR3 T-1 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NO4 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PMyo 0.01 0.02
CO 0.04 0.18
vOC 0.01 0.01
CEeOl1 T-1 and T-2 Laminating Adhesive vOoC 0.03 0.17
Tanks CECO Filter Vent PMjo 0.01 0.02
HTR4 T-2 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NO, 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PMyy 0.01 0.02
CO 0.04 0.18
vVOC 0.01 0.01
HTR 5 Asphalt Heater for T-14 and T-15 NO, 0.10 0.43
Coating Asphalt Storage Tank and SO, 0.01 0.01
Coating Asphalt Loop Feed Tank PMio 0.01 0.03
CcO 0.08 0.36
vVOC 0.01 0.02
BLRS5 Standby Boiler Vent NOy 3.73 16.34
SO, 0.02 0.09
PM;o 0.28 1.23
CO 3.13 13.71

vVOC 0.21 0.92
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Permit Number 7711A
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
"~ Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY **
14 33°F
8/ 24 Boiler and Thermal Oxidizer Vent NO, 0.72 3.16
Controlling Tanks T-8, T-9, T-10, SO, 0.73 3.18
T-14, T-15, T-110, T-120, and PMo 5.00 21.90
Blowstills T-13 and T-26 CO 1.26 5.53
vOoC 0.09 0.37
[{
COMMON TO LINE 1 AND LINE 3 on e
34 crL/sd Electrostatic Precipitator (for vOC 5.76 25.23
Line 1 and 3) Stack PMio 3.43 15.02
98~ Rail 2 Stack PMo 4.63 4.59
) vOC 0.51 0.51
LINE NO. 1 OPERATION
1-1 Line 1 Stabilizer Storage and PMio 0.23 1.01
Heater Baghouse Stack
1-3 Line 1 Stabilizer Use Bin PM;o 0.03 0.13
Baghouse Stack
1-4 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PM;o 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 1
1-5 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PMy, 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 2
1-6 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PMyo 0.59 2.58

Collector Stack No. 3




Permit Number 7711 A
Page 3

EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**

}ml/ Line 1 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid NO, 0.20 0.86
Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01

PM)o 0.02 0.07

CcO 0.17 0.72

vOoC 0.01 0.05

I;I,'Hé/ Line 1 Thermal Fluid Heater Vent NO, 0.20 0.86
SO, 0.01 0.01

PM,o 0.02 0.07

CO 0.17 0.72

voc ... .00l 005

COOL1(total 3 stks) ~ Line No. 1 Cooling Section G(;g\ 165 1230
Exhaust PM;, 4.00 - 17.52
LINE 3 OPERATION

25 Sand Application Baghouse Stack PMjy 3.86 16.91
26A Stabilizer Storage Baghouse Stack PMio 0.15 0.70
26B Stabilizer Storage Baghouse Stack PMyo 0.29 1.26
27 Stabilizer Heater Baghouse Stack PM;o 0.09 0.40
28 Asphalt Heater Vent NO, 0.59 2.60
SO, <0.01 0.02

PM,g 0.04 0.20

CO 0.50 2.20

vOC 0.03 0.10



Permit Number 7711A
Page 4

EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *

Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**

/w/ Hot Ol Heater Vent NO, 0.27 1.20

(Thermal Fluid Heater) SO, <0.01 0.01

PM;o 0.02 0.10

(6[0) 0.23 1.00

vVOC 0.01 0.04

FUG1 Plantwide Fugitive Emissions (4) vVOC 0.43 1.88

PM;o 0.91 3.97

COOL3 (total 3 stks) Line 3 Cooling Section (3 Exhaust) Gfr 2.76 12.09

Fumes from Asphalt Coater PM;o 6.00 26.30

HTR6 Line 3 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid NO, 0.60 2.58

Heater Vent SO, <0.01 0.02

PM;q 0.05 0.20

CcoO 0.49 2.16

vOC 0.03 0.14

(1) Emission point identification - either specific equipment designation or emission point number from a plot plan.

(2) Specific point source names. For fugitive sources, use an area name or fugitive source name.

(3) NOx - total oxides of nitrogen
SO, - sulfur dioxide
PM;p - particulate matter (PM) equal to or less than 10 microns in diameter. Where PM is not listed, it shall

be assumed that no particulate matter greater than 10 microns is emitted.

CO - carbon monoxide

VOC - volatile organic compounds as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 101.1

(4) Fugitive emissions are an estimate only.
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Permit Number 7711 A
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**

*  Emission rates are based on and the facilities are limited by the following maximum operating schedule:
24 Hrs/day _7 Days/week _52 Weeks/year or _8,760 Hrs/year
** Compliance with annual emission limits is based on a rolling 12-month period.

Maximum allowable Asphalt Throughput Rate: Line 1 at 24,886 Ibs/hour
Line 3 at 41,472 Ibs/hour

Maximum Allowable Production Rate (Line 1 plus Line 3): 171 tons/hour of finished shingles
1,498,000 tons/year of finished shingles

Dated January 26, 2009

QKF;{'P"%
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Permit Alteration
Source Analysis & Technical Review

Company Building Materials Corporation Of Permit Number

America
City Dallas Project Number
County Dallas Account Number
Project Type Revision Regulated Entity Number
Project Reviewer Alex Berksan, P.E. Customer Reference Number
Site Name Asphalt Roofing Facility

Project Overview

TI11A

141918
DB-0378-S
RN100788959
CN602717464

Building Materials Corp. of America (BMCA) requested a revision of their maximum allowable emission rates table to reflect the results of

VOC testing that they have performed.

Emission Summary

Air Contaminant Current Allowable Emission Proposed Allowable Change in Allowable Emission
Rates (tpy) Emission Rates (tpy) Rates (tpy)
PM 0.00
PMyo 0.00
PM, ;5 0.00
vOC 54.03 48.82 -5.21
NOx 0.00
CO 0.00
SO, 0.00
HAPs 0.00

Review Summary

The initial determination of compliance condition of this permit required testing of Line 1 Cooling

demonstrate compliance with allowable emissions listed in the MAERT. BMCA has conducted these tests and the results show ‘that VOC
emissions from these 2 sources are lower than the MAERT. VOC emissions from EPNs COOL1 and COOL3 have been revised and the net

result is a 5.21 ton/year decrease in emissions. Permit special conditions remain unchanged.

Permit Concurrence and Related Authorization Actions
Is the applicant in agreement with special conditions?

Yes

Company representative(s): Christine Otto Chambers, Trinity Consultants
Contacted Via: Email
Date of contact: 1/9/2009
Other permit(s) or permits by rule affected by this action: No
List permit and/or PBR number(s) and actions required or taken: NA

Project Reviewer Date

Team Leader/Section Manager/Backup

Date
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES
Permit Number 7711 A
This table lists the maximum allowable emission rates and all sources of air contaminants on the applicant’s
property covered by this permit. The emission rates shown are those derived from information submitted as part
of the application for permit and are the maximum rates allowed for these facilities. Any proposed increase in
emission rates may require an application for a modification of the facilities covered by this permit.
AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**
STILLYARD OPERATION
HTR3 T-1 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NO, 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PM,, 0.01 0.02
CO 0.04 0.18
VOC 0.01 0.01
CECO1 T-1 and T-2 Laminating Adhesive vVOC 0.03 0.17
Tanks CECO Filter Vent PM,, 0.01 0.02
HTR4 T-2 Laminating Adhesive Bulk NO, 0.05 0.22
Storage Tank Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PM,, 0.01 0.02
CO 0.04 0.18
vVOC 0.01 0.01
HTR 5 Asphalt Heater for T-14 and T-15 NO, 0.10 0.43
Coating Asphalt Storage Tank and SO, : 0.01 0.01
Coating Asphalt Loop Feed Tank PM,, 0.01 0.03
CcO 0.08 0.36
vOC 0.01 0.02
BLRS Standby Boiler Vent NO, . 3.73 16.34
SO, 0.02 0.09
PM,, 0.28 1.23
CcO 3.13 13.71

VOC 0.21 0.92



Permit Number 7711 A
Page 2

EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**
v 8 Boiler and Thermal Oxidizer Vent NO, 0.72 3.16
Controlling Tanks T-8, T-9, T-10, SO, 0.73 3.18
T-14, T-15, T-110, T-120, and PM,, 5.00 21.90
Blowstills T-13 and T-26 CO 1.26 5.53
VOC 0.09 0.37
COMMON TO LINE 1 AND LINE 3
/34 Electrostatic Precipitator (for voC 5.76 25.23
Line 1 and 3) Stack PM,, 3.43 15.02
98 Rail 2 Stack PM,, 4.63 4.59
vOC 0.51 0.51
LINE NO. 1 OPERATION
/ 1-1 Line 1 Stabilizer Storage and PM,, 0.23 1.01
Heater Baghouse Stack
/ 1-3 Line 1 Stabilizer Use Bin PM,, 0.03 0.13
Baghouse Stack
1-4 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PM,, 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 1
1-5 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PM,, 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 2
/ 1-6 Line 1 (Surfacing Section) Dust PM,, 0.59 2.58
Collector Stack No. 3
HTRI1 _ Line 1 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid NO, 0.20 0.86
Heater Vent SO, 0.01 0.01
PM,, 0.02 0.07
CO 0.17 0.72

vOC 0.01 0.05
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Permit Number 7711A

Page 3

EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant Emission Rates *
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) 1b/hr TPY**
HTR2 Line 1 Thermal Fluid Heater Vent NO, 0.20 0.86
SO, 0.01 0.01
PM,, 0.02 0.07
CO 0.17 0.72
VOC 0.01 0.05
COOQOL1(total 3 stks)  Line No. 1 Cooling Section vVOC 2.22 9.73
Exhaust PM,, 4.00 17.52
LINE 3 OPERATION
25 Sand Application Baghouse Stack PM,, 3.86 16.91
26A Stabilizer Storage Baghouse Stack PM,, 0.15 0.70
26B Stabilizer Storage Baghouse Stack PM,, 0.29 1.26
27 Stabilizer Heater Baghouse Stack PM,, 0.09 0.40
28 Asphalt Heater Vent NO, 0.59 2.60
SO, <0.01 0.02
PM,, 0.04 0.20
CO 0.50 2.20
VOC 0.03 0.10
30 Hot Oil Heater Vent NO, 0.27 1.20
(Thermal Fluid Heater) SO, <0.01 0.01
PM,, 0.02 0.10
CcO 0.23 1.00
vVOC 0.01 0.04
FUGI Plantwide Fugitive Emissions (4) VOC 0.43 1.88
PM,, 0.91 3.97
COOLS3 (total 3 stks) Line 3 Cooling Section (3 Exhaust) vocC 3.38 14.80
Fumes from Asphalt Coater PM,, 6.00 26.30



Permit Number 7711A
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EMISSION SOURCES - MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE EMISSION RATES

AIR CONTAMINANTS DATA
Emission Source Air Contaminant ‘Emission Rates * )
Point No. (1) Name (2) Name (3) Ib/hr TPY**
HTR6 Line 3 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid NO, 0.60 2.58
Heater Vent SO, <0.01 0.02
PM,, 0.05 0.20
CO 0.49 2.16
vOC 0.03 0.14

(1) Emission point identification - either specific equipment designation or emission point number from a plot plan.
(2) Specific point source names. For fugitive sources, use an area name or fugitive source name.
(3) NO, - total oxides of nitrogen
SO, - sulfurdioxide
PM,, - particulate matter (PM) equal to or less than 10 microns in diameter. Where PM is not listed, it shall
be assumed that no particulate matter greater than 10 microns is emitted.
CO - carbon monoxide
VOC - volatile organic compounds as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 101.1
(4) Fugitive emissions are an estimate only.

*  Emission rates are based on and the facilities are limited by the following maximum operating schedule:
24 Hrs/day 7 Days/week _52 Weeks/year or _8.,760 Hrs/year
**  Compliance with annual emission limits is based on a rolling 12-month period. u g\

Maximum allowable Asphalt Throughput Rate: Line 1 at 24,886 Ibs/hour
Line 3 at 41,472 1bs/hour

Maximum Allowable Production Rate (Line 1 plus Line 3): 171 tons/hour of finished shingles
1,498,000 tons/year of finished shingles

Dated _ February 13, 2007




Construction Permit Amendment
Review Analysis & Technical Review

Company: Building Materials Corporation Of America  Permit No.: T711A
City: Dallas Record No.: 122055, 124014
County: Dallas Account No.: DB-0378-S
Project Type: CAMD, CRVN Regulated Entity No.: RN100788959
Project Reviewer: Alex Berksan, PE Customer Reference No.: CN602717464
Facility Name: Asphalt Roofing Materials Manufacturing Facility
Authorization Checklist
Will a new policy/precedent be established? (ED signature required ifyes) ........... .. ittt iiinianenn.. No
Is a state or local official opposed to the permit?(ED signature required if yes) .......... ..o i, No
Is waste or tire derived fuel involved? (ED signature required if yes) . .......ccoiiiiiiiniiiinr it ii it No
Are waste management facilities involved?(ED signature required ifyes) ............... SO PP No
Will action on this application be posted on the Executive Director's agenda? ....... ... ... ... ittt ennnnenn.. Yes
Have any changes to the application or subsequent proposals been required to increase protection
of public health and the environment during the TEVIEW? . ... .. ..ttt ierir ittt itneereeanreneanseenecnanennas No

Project Overview

Building Materials Corporation of America (formerly GAF Materials Corporation) requested an amendment of their permit to update the
MAERT with a VOC emission rate obtained from testing on EPN 34 (Electrostatic Precipitator Stack). A subsequent alteration request
was received to revise the emissions of a boiler (EPN 8), which was replaced under PBR 106.264. No comments were received during
the public notice and comment period.

Compliance History
In compliance with 30 TAC Chapter 60, a compliance history report was preparedon: ....................... February 5, 2007
Was the application received after September 1, 20027 . ... ... .ttt i i e e et e Yes
If yes, what was the site rating? 0.6 average Company rating? 0.3 average
Is the permit recommended to be denied or has the permit changed on the basis
of compliance history OF Tating? . ... .. ... .ttt it ettt e eee s e aenaneeananenaaenonennnns No
Public Notice Information
§39.403 Public notification requuired? . ... ... ... ...ttt it i e e et e i Yes
A. Date application received: April 07,2006 Date Administrative Complete: ....................... 4/25/2006
B. Small BUSINESS SOUICE? .. ...t ttit ittt ettt ee e st eaeeeeaeneeensoeneeaeononseeasaeneneans No
§39.418 C. Date 1st Public Notice /Admin Complete/Legislators letters mailed: ..................... 4/25/2006, 5/5/2006
§39.603 D. Pollutants: erganic compounds
E. Date Published: 5/23/2006 in The Dallas Morning News

Date Affidavits/Copies received: 6/1/2006, 7/31/2006

Bilingual notice required? Yes

Language: Spanish

Date Published: 5/23/2006 in Al Dia

Date Affidavits/Copies received: 6/1/2006, 7/31/2006

§39.604 G. Certification of Sign Posting / Application availability = Recd 6/1/2006
H. Public Comments Received? No

§39.419 2nd Public Notification required? No
If no, give reason: No hearing request received during first notice.

m

Emission Controls

§116.111(a)(2)(G)  Is the facility expected to perform as represented in the application? .................. ... ... ... ... Yes
§116.140 Permit Fee: $900 Fee certificationprovided? . ............... ... ...... R638136
Sampling and Testing

§116.111(a)(2)(A)(I) Are the emissions expected to comply with all TCEQ air quality rules and regulations, and the intent of the Texas
Clean AT ACt? . .. e e Yes
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§116.111(a)(2)(B)  Will emissions be measured? ................. .. ...... et et ettt e e ae e Yes q

Method: Sampling, record keeping.

Federal Program Applicability

§116.111(a)(2)(D) Compliance with applicable NSPS expected? . ... ... ... it it Yes
Subparts A and UU, Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacture

§116.111(a)(2)(E) Compliance with applicable NESHAP expected? . .........c.iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinneenen N/A
§116.111(a)(2)(F) Compliance with applicable MACT expected? . ........oiitiiitniiiiin e eererennnns N/A
§116.111(a)(2)(H) Is nonattainment review required? . . ... ... ... i e e e et e No

A. Is the site located in a nonattainment area? ..............coieiiiiinn.. Yes (ozone-moderate)

B. Is the site a federal major source for a nonattainment pollutant? ............... ... ... .0t No

C. Is the project a federal major source for a nonattainment pollutant byitself? .................. No

D. Is the project a federal major modification for a nonattainment pollutant? .................... No H
116.111¢a)(2)(H) Is PSD applicable? ... ...ttt e e e e i No |

A. Is the site a federal major source (100/250 tonS/YI)? ... ..ot vttt e No

B. Is the project a federal major source by itself? ......... e et No

C. Is the project a federal major modification? . ......... ..ottt No

Mass Cap and Trade Applicability
§116.111(a)(2)(L)  Is Mass Cap and Trade applicable? . ......... ..o iuiniiiiiiini ittt iieiaiae e No
Did the proposed facility, group of facilities, or account obtain allowances to operate? ................ N/A

Title V Applicability

§122.10(13)(A) Is the site a major source under FCAA Section 112(b)? .. ... ... i i ittt No
. The site emits 10 tons or more of any single HAP? . ... ... ... ... ..o iiiiiieiiannn.n. No
(ii). The site emits 25 tons or more of a combination ................... o i, No
§122.10(13)(C) Does the site emit 100 tons or more of any airpollutant? ................c.oiiiviunn.. Yes (119 tpy PM,,)
§122.10(13)(D) Is the site a nonattainment MAJOT SOUTCE? . ... tvuu vt v v vt tuuunneeasnoorensssesossnsoseoneronnsnns Yes

Request for Comments
Region: 4 DFW Reviewed by: Deferred to City of Dallas
City: Dallas Reviewed by: Amanda Trammel 1/22/2007

Process Description

The plant manufactures asphalt shingles for the roofing industry. A dry, nonwoven fiberglass mat is fed into the roofing machine from an
unwind stand. The fiberglass is carried through the coating section, where coating asphalt mixed with a stabilizer (limestone) is applied
to both surfaces of the mat. The coating operation is followed by the surfacing section. Ceramic colored granules are blended and dropped
in proper sequence onto the coated web and embedded. The back surface of the sheet is sprinkled with sand to prevent it from adhering
to rolls and itself in the finished package. The hot sheet, with a mineralized surface, then goes into the cooling section of the machine.
Cooling is accomplished by passing the web over a series of water-cooled drums, through water mist sprays and between air jets. It is then
accumulated in the looper section of the machine to provide surge capacity required prior to cutting. Self-seal striping dots are then applied
and the sheet is cut into shingles and automatically packaged.

The boiler in question accepts the thermal oxidizer exhaust for preheating recovery and fires as necessary to meet the steam needs of the
plant.

Sources, Controls, Source Reduction and BACT [§116.111(a)(2)(C)]

VOC emissions listed for EPN 34, Electrostatic Precipitator Stack, were found to be 5.76 Ib/hr, instead of the permitted 3.20 1b/hr. This i
ESP controls emissions from the coating portion of the process. The annual emissions were revised to 25.23 tons/yr from the permitted -
14.94 tons/yr.
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The waste heat boiler (EPN 8) was replaced under PBR 106.264 and the revised emissions are included in this amended permit. The
change in emissions from EPN 8 is as follows (tons/yr):

NO, SO, BPM,, CO YOC
Before 7.70 3.20 21.90 5.60 0.40
After 3.16 3.18 2190 5.53 0.37
A 454 -002 O -0.07 -0.03

Use of the ESP to control emissions from the coating operations is consistent with current BACT. The boiler does not have any controls
and that also is acceptable under today’s BACT.

Impacts Evaluation

1. Was modeling done? Yes Type? Screen

2. Will GLC of any air contaminant cause violation 0f NAAQS? ... ... ittt ieieerrerrarnnnnnennas No
3. Is this a sensitive location with respect to nuisance? ............... Yes (David Morris, City of Dallas EHS site review)
4. Is the site within 3000 feet of any school? . ... ... i i i i it i ettt No
5. Toxics Evaluation:

The applicant’s technical consultant (Christine Otto, Trinity Consultants, Dallas) followed the flowchart in the Modeling and Effects Review
Applicability guidance document. Since the concentration due to the emission increase was <0.1xESL, no further modeling or effects
review was required.

Miscellaneous

1. Is applicant in agreement with special conditions? . ... ... ... i il et e Yes
Company represemtatiVe? . ... ..ottt ittt i e i e e Christine Otto, phone 2/6/2007

2. Emission reductions from source reduction or pollution prevention ........... ...t iiiiiiiiiinann. None

3 Emissions reductions resulting from the application of BACT required by state rules, avoidance of potential impacts problems,
and voluntary TedUCHONS . . ... ...ttt ittt ettt et et e et e e e e None

4. Other permit(s) affected by this action? . ... ...ttt ittt ittt ittt ettt et ia e e No

Project Reviewer Date Team Leader/Section Manager/Backup Date



Air Permits Division (APD) New Source Review (NSR)
Response to Comments Procedures

Permit reviewers are the Response to Comments (RTC) coordinator for any project that they are working which
receives comments from the public. This document outlines the basic steps required in order to complete an RTC.
Each RTC must be completed, approved, and filed with the Office of the Chief Clerk (OCC) within 60 days of the

close of the comment period.

1. Receipt of comment letter(s) from the OCC. If permit reviewer receives a letter directly he or she needs to verify
that the letter has been received by OCC as well.

- Immediately enter all appropriate tracking element data into the NSRP IMS.

- The data entered into the NSRP IMS is used by the Technical Programs Support Section (TPSS) to generate
a monthly tracking report that is provided to the Office of Legal Services (OLS) for work-load planning
purposes. This report may be found in the “Project Workload Reports” folder in Crystal Enterprise.

2. Inform team leader that a RTC will be required for the project.

- Enter the beginning date of the 60-day RTC draft period. Enter this date at the conclusion of the comment
period in the appropriate tracking element of the project’s NSRP IMS record.

- For novel, complex, or voluminous RTCs, the team leader can consult with the senior air attorney on the
need to assign an attorney at an earlier stage of the process.

3. Coordinate with division staff (such as the modelers or other permit reviewers) and Toxicology Section staff as
applicable to create a draft RTC.

- Account and allow for the time that will be needed by other agency staff to respond.

- Submit the draft RTC to the team leader for review, revision and team leader approval.

- Coordination regarding workloads and timelines must be resolved expeditiously through team leaders and/or
section managers.

4. Team leader contacts the senior air attorney to request that a staff attorney be assigned to the RTC.

- Submit the draft RTC to the staff attorney as soon as possible after the close of the comment period. The
RTC must be completed, approved, and filed with OCC within 60 days of the close of the comment period.

5. The staff attorney will make comments, edit the RTC, and incorporate comments from the Office of Public
Assistance (OPA) as necessary. The staff attorney will then send the draft RTC back to the permit reviewer.

6. Submit the draft final package and RTC to team leader for review.

- Submit the draft permit final package in a red folder with a pink APD Correspondence Routing Slip,
indicating the project is a “Rush”. The folder should include:

Left side of folder: Right side of folder:
e NSRP IMS project record e 8% x11“DO NOT SIGN” notice
o Technical Review Summary o Final action letter for APD Dir.
e PI-1/PI-IR signature (and one for the
e Letter with company’s request (if Commission if going to Agenda)
applicable) e Permit face (if CRVW or
»  Other pertinent info if applicable RNEW)

e Special Conditions
e MAER Table
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- Submit the draft RTC in a yellow folder with a Motion to Overturn (MTO) letter from word processing.
The draft RTC should never pass through APD word processing; this is a legal document and the final RTC
is prepared by OLS. If the project is a Standard Permit then a C19 for the division director’s signature will
be in the package rather than an MTO letter. (A copy of the final Time/Date Stamped version of the RTC
and comment letter(s) should be included in the yellow folder as an enclosure to the MTO or C19 letter
prior to final signature of the permit package.)

7. The team leader routes the draft permit final package and draft RTC through the signature chain to the division
director for approval. The division director will initial the APD Correspondence Routing Slip on the front of
the red folder to indicate approval.

8. Once the draft permit final package and draft RTC have been reviewed and approved by management, the
permit reviewer will send it back to the staff attorney to file with OCC. Each RTC must be completed,
approved, and filed with OCC within 60 days of the close of the comment period.

- When the permit reviewer returns the approved, draft RTC to the staff attorney the draft RTC should be
accompanied by a complete KHE package. A KHE package is the package submitted to OLS before an
RTC is filed with OCC and should include the following:

e Draft RTC ¢ Technical Review Summary
e Copy of APD Correspondence ¢ Results of the Delinquent Fee
Routing Slip (initialed by " Check
division director) ¢ Toxicology Memo
e Permit face (if CRVW or ¢ Modeling Memo
RNEW) « Final Action Letters
Special Conditions o Compliance History
MAER Table

9. OLS will file the RTC with OCC.

10. If there is a hearing request associated with the RTC, OLS will schedule the project for Agenda.

. - A summary paragraph for the project should be drafted by the staff attorney and permit reviewer. This
project summary should be submitted to the APD team leader and sent through the management chain to
the APD division director as soon as an Agenda date is scheduled.

11. If the project is not going to Agenda, the staff attorney should return a copy of the filed RTC to the permit
reviewer for final processing and signature by APD management.

In no circumstance should an RTC be filed with OCC or a project be placed on Agenda without the
approval of the division director.

In accordance with division policy, the APD permit reviewer is responsible for the permit application and for
ensuring that the permit draft and RTC are completed within agency guidelines and time-lines. Any issues that
would cause the RTC process to exceed 60 days should be brought to the attention of the team leader and section
manager immediately.

| ‘See RTC: Process Flow Dlagram for ‘maximum processmg tlmeframes =

Location: J\everyone\APD Technical and Permit Processing\APD Permit Guidance Documents\NSR Public Notice\APD RTC Procedures
Maintained by: Michael Wilson
Last update: 5/13/08




New Source Review
Public Notice Guidance Document for Permit Reviewers
2"! Notice

(This document is maintained by Beryl Thatcher and was created on April 27, 2007.)

Which permit types require 2" notice and what should be included in the 2™ notice
package?

Federal Permits Public Notice Authorization Package (PNAP)
(PSD, NA, 112g, PAL - all contested | Briefing Sheet
& uncontested) Preliminary Determination Summary (PDS)
Draft Technical Review Summary
Draft Special Conditions
Draft MAERT
Mikey
State Permits Public Notice Authorization Package (PNAP)
(all contested and/or timely hearing Draft Technical Review Summary
request received and not withdrawn) | Draft Special Conditions
Draft MAERT
Mikey

When is the 2™ notice package prepared?

o  Once the technical review of the application is complete, a draft permit has been
agreed upon by everyone (us, region, company, local programs, etc.), and a staff
attorney has been assigned to the project (contested cases).

‘What is each of these items?

o 2" Notice Package: The package includes the PNAP, a draft permit (consisting of
special conditions and MAERT) and draft technical review summary. The only
exception to the package is Federal Permits which also include a Preliminary
Determination Summary and Briefing Sheet.

* Public Notice Authorization Package (PNAP): A single merge macro is run to obtain

the notice authorization letter to company authorizing them to publish notice, the
notice itself, and notice instructions.

J\everyone\APD Permit Guidance Documents\NSR Public Notice\NSR PN Guidance Document (2nd Notice).doc



" . POOR QUALITY ORIGINAL’

e Briefing Sheet: One page summary of the project and pollutant(s) triggering federal
review.

e Preliminary Determination Summary (PDS): Summary of the project and the levels
for the PSD pollutant(s) triggering federal review. Includes discussion on items such
as, BACT, modeling results, toxics review, and federal requirements.

e Draft Technical Review Summary: Same technical review found in NSR packages
sent during final signature; however this one is a draft. The Public Notice Section is
left blank for Second Notice information until all affidavits and copies of newspaper
clippings have been returned to TCEQ.

e Draft Special Conditions: Special conditions formulated and agreed upon by the
reviewer and applicant with a watermark of DRAFT on every page.

e Draft MAERT: MAERT, formulated and agreed upon by the reviewer and applicant,
with a watermark of DRAFT on every page.

Where do I find the PNAP and PDS for my permit?

APD Menu > Public Notice > Public Notice Packages 2 NSR 2" Notice = Choose
appropriate PNAP for your project(s)

APD Menu > Public Notice >Public Notice Packages 2> NSR 2" Notice = Preliminary
Determination Summary (PDS)

J:\everyone\APD Permit Guidance Documents\NSR Public Notice\NSR PN Guidance Document (2nd Notice).doc
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What tracking elements are associated with 2™ notices?

Prepopulated Tracking Elements:

> PN-2"'PUBLIC NOTICE: Beginning date is when second notice package
is mailed. End date is when all affidavits, newspaper clippings, and
certifications are received by the TCEQ. This tracking element is
prepopulated on PRVW, PAMD, NRVW, NAMD, and 112G permits.

» PN-CMMNT PERIOD: Comment period is at least 30 days depending on
permit type.
Tracking Elements Perhaps Relevant but not Prepopulated:

» TR-DATE RECEIVED COMMENT: Date Comment on Draft Permit
Received (Note: Reserved for iffwhen comments are received from EPA)

What are the review procedures for 2" potices?

Before assembling 2™ notice package, team leader or section manager contacts senior
Ailr attorney to assign an attorney to your permit (contested only).

Permit Reviewer drafts the permit (special conditions and MAERT).

Permit Reviewer should get names & addresses of the mayor, county judge & the
Council of Government (COG) for the PNAP.

Mayor - www.texasonline.com (government—> cities)

County judge - www.texasonline.com (government— counties)

COG - www.txregionalcouncil. org/regions.php

The concentrations of increment consumed for applicable pollutants and averaging
periods (SO, PM and NO;) is needed to be placed into Example A for newspaper
publication.

Permit Reviewer merges and profiles PNAP.

Submit PNAP and draft permit to WPO.

Permit Reviewer merges and profiles technical review.

Permit Reviewer merges and profiles Briefing Sheet and PDS, if applicable.

Permit Reviewer submits 2" notice package to WPO.

J:\everyone\APD Permit Guidance Documents\NSR Public Notice\NSR PN Guidance Document (2nd Notice).doc



N —
WPO will process and return profiled PNAP, draft MAERT and draft conditions in a
grey folder.

Permit Reviewer will add to the left side of the folder the technical review, Briefing
Sheet and PDS (for federal permits only), and the Mikey. The right side will contain °
the profiled items (PNAP, draft MAERT and draft conditions).

Permit reviewer turns 2™ notice package into Team Leader/Project Coordinator for
review.

Team Leader/Project Coordinator forwards 2™ notice package to Section Manager for
review.

2™ Notice Package is returned to Permit Reviewer to make appropriate changes (if
any).

2™ Notice Package is returned to WPO.

WPO sends 2™ notice package to CCO by hard copy and email.

Chief Clerk mails 2™ public notice package.

J\everyone\APD Permit Guidance Documents\NSR Public Notice\NSR PN Guidance Document (2nd Notice).doc
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G In t, Offices nationwide ® trinityconsultants.com

I 12770 Merit Drive, Suite 900 Dallas, Texas 75251 ULS.A. m (972) 661-8100 & Jax (972) 385-9203

RECEWED
JUL 05 2010
Mr. D.aniel R Jamiesqn AIR P ERM'TS DlV'SION

Air Dispersion Modeling Team

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
12100 Park 35 Circle, Mail Code 163

Austin, TX 78753

July 1,2010

Re: NAAQS NO; 1-hour Compliance Demonstration
Building Materials Corporation of America — Dallas Plant — Dallas County
TCEQ Account No. DB-0378-S,
TCEQ Customer Number (CN) 602717464, Regulated Entity Number (RN) 1 007_(_22;9

Dear Mr. Jamieson:

Building Materials Corporation of America doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) owns
and operates an asphalt roofing production facility located in Dallas, Texas (Dallas Plant). The Dallas
Plant submitted a permit amendment application (TCEQ Permit No. 7711A) to the Texas Commission of
Environmental Quality (TCEQ) on December 18, 2008 (hereby referred as “2008 NSR permit
amendment application™). As a part of this permit amendment application, GAF submitted an air
dispersion modeling report on May 5, 2009 (hereby referred as “2009 air dispersion modeling
submittal™). On May 11, 2010, TCEQ requested an air dispersion modeling analysis to demonstrate that
emissions of nitrogen dioxide (NO,) would not cause or contribute to a violation of the newly
promulgated NO; 1-hour National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS).'?

A memorandum summarizing the proposed modeling approach, which is followed in this modeling
analysis, was submitted to the TCEQ via email on May 19,2010. The air dispersion modeling approach
was discussed with the TCEQ via a conference call on May 20, 2010 with a summary of the call
submitted to all attendees later that afternoon.*5 GAF conducted the NO, I-hour NAAQS modeling
analysis, based on the guidance received from the TCEQ during the conference call on May 20, 2010, and

Per email from Mr. Javier Galvan (TCEQ) to Ms. Latha Kambham (Trinity Consultants) on May 11, 2010.

The new NO, I-hour NAAQS was published in the Federal Register (75 FR 6474) on February 9. 2010. and went
into eﬁ'ect on April 12, 2010.

Propoeed modeling approach memo submitted to Mr. Daniel Jamieson (TCEQ) via email from Ms. Latha Kambham
(Trinity Consultants) on May 19, 2010.
4 Conference call regarding proposed NO, 1-hr modeling approach. Attendees: Mr. Daniel Jamieson and Mr. Javier
Galvan (TCEQ). Mr. Doug Harris and Mr. Fred Bright (GAF), Mr. Rodman Johnson (Brown McCarroll), and Ms. Christine
Chambers and Ms. Latha Kambham (Trinity Consultants).
5 Approved modeling approach memo submitted to Mr. Daniel Jamieson (TCEQ) via email from Ms. Latha Kambham
(Trinity Consultants) on May 20, 2010.
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6
subsequent guidance received via emails from the TCEQ. The modeling approach used for the analysis
and the modeling results are provided in this letter.

For the NO, I-hour NAAQS compliance demonstration, GAF used the same approach for the modeled
source parameters, building wake effects, receptor grids, and meteorological data as detailed in the May
2009 air dispersion modeling report, with the following updates:

¢ Stack height for the following Emission Point Numbers (EPNs) were updated to 57 feet:

o EPN 8A: Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust thru Waste Heat Boiler Stack

o EPN WHBLRI: Waste Heat Recovery Boiler Natural Gas Burner Side
o EPNHTR7: Asphalt flux heater

o EPN HTRS: Filled coating heat exchanger heater

Due to the updates to the stack heights for the above mentioned sources, the building wake
effects (downwash) were re-evaluated in terms of their proximity to nearby structures.

¢ The most current version of the AERMOD terrain preprocessor (AERMAP version 09040) was
used to update the terrain elevations for the sources, receptors, hill heights for receptors, and
buildings.

¢ The most current version of the AERMOD model (version 09292) was used to obtain the air
quality modeling results.

As noted, the modeling was otherwise conducted as per the previously submitted May 2009 report.
Please refer to that report for information concerning all other modeled source parameters, building wake
effects, receptor grids, and meteorological data. A revised TCEQ Table 1(a) listing the updated stack
heights for the above noted EPNs is provided in Attachment 1 of this letter. The specific modeling
approach that was used in the NAAQS Analysis for the NO, 1-hour modeling is provided below.

1. AIR QUALITY DISPERSION MODELING APPROACH

1.1 SIGNIFICANCE ANALYSIS

The Significance Analysis considers the emissions associated with only the proposed project to determine
whether it will have a significant impact upon the surrounding area. As stipulated in the 2008 NSR
permit amendment application, there are three sources that result in an emissions increase of nitrogen
oxides (NOx). Table | below lists these sources and the emission rates. The emission increases were

6
Email communications between Mr. Daniel Jamieson (TCLEQ) and Ms. Latha Kambham (Trinity Consultants) on

May 24, 2010 and June 2, 2010,
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used in the NO, (1-hour) Significance Analysis. Per the Ambient Ratio Method, the NOx emissions were

multiplied by 0.75 to convert to NO, emission rates for air dispersi(;n modeling purposes.7

TABLE 1. EMISSION SOURCES AND NOy EMISSION RATES FOR SIGNIFICANCE ANALYSIS

Currently Proposed
Permitted Allowable Increase in
Emission Rate | Emission Rate | Emission Rate
EPN Source Description (Ib/hr) (Ib/hr) (Ib/hr)
8 Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust Stack
8A Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust thru 0.72 1.90 .18
Waste Heat Boiler Stack )
Waste Heat Recovery Boiler
WHBLRI Natural Gas Burner Side B 0.47 047

The air quality dispersion modeling analysis was conducted with 5 years of meteorological data. The
meteorological data for Dallas County was obtained from the TCEQ’s website for 1985, 1987, 1988,
1989, and 1990." In the Significance Analysis, the highest first high (H1H) maximum modeled ground-
level conc(entlatlon (GLC,ax) of NO, was compared to the interim modeling significance level (_I\M_
M’. Similar to the 2009 air dispersion modeling submittal (discussed in Section 6.1.3 of the
modeling report), the following source group scenarios were modeled in each of the modeling analyses
presented in this letter.

TABLE 2. SOURCE GROUP SCENARIOS

Source Group Source Group Description

EPN 8A with all other EPNs'
EPN 8 with all other EPNs'

' When EPN 8A is included in the source group, EPN 8 is excluded and vice versa. For the Significance

Scenario 1
Scenario 2

Analysis, the only other EPN modeled was WIIBLR1 as outlined in Table 1.

A zip folder containing the electronic copies of the modeling files used in the Significance Analysis is
provided with this submittal. Based on the Significance Analysis modeling results, the H1H GLC,,,, for
NO; exceeds the applicable MSL. Therefore, a Full Impact Analysis was conducted as explained below.

1.2 FULL IMPACT ANALYSIS — SCREENING ANALYSIS

During the conference call with TCEQ on May 20, 2010, a Full Impact Analysis - Screening Analysis
was discussed where the screening background concentration would be added to the results of the

2
Per LiPA discussions during the EPA Regional/State/L.ocal Dispersion Modelers Workshop, Portland, OR, May 10-
13, 2010.

8 (p://ip.teeq.state.tx.us/pub/OPRR/APD/AERMET/ALRMETv0634 /AERMLETDataSetsByCounty/
9

Per the interim guidance provided by IIPA during the EPA Regional/State/l.ocal Dispersion Modelers Workshop,
Portland, OR, May 10-13, 2010.
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Significance Analysis and compared to 90% of the NAAQS. GAF did not pursue the use of this
approach. As such, a ['ull Impact Analysis — Inventory inodeling analysis was performed.

1.3 FULL IMPACT ANALYSIS — INVENTORY MODELING

As a first step in the Full Impact Analysis, the radius of impact (ROI) was determined. The largest ROI
among all five modeled years was determined as 0.46 km based on the significance modeling analysis
results. The current off-site inventories of maximum allowable emission rates for industrial sources were
obtained from the TCEQ Point Source Data Base (PSDB) for use in the NAAQS analysis.m Per guidance
from the TCEQ, the primary search option was selected for the request of the TCEQ PS DB.ll For this
analysis, a conservative (i.e., larger than required) area of impact (AOI) with a radius of 55 km was used
in the PSDB inventory retrieval. The TCEQ PSDB inventories [or NOy obtained [rom TCEQ are
included in electronic format with this submittal. The modeling approach for the TCEQ-PSDB is
consistent with the 2009 air dispersion modeling submitial (discussed in the Section 6.2 of the modeling
report).

Additionally, GAF identified discrepancies between the New Source Review (NSR) authorizations and
the TCEQ PSDB for “Americans Airlines Inc” and “DSI Transport Inc” emissions sources. Therefore,
NSR authorizations available through TCEQ’s remote document server and the TCEQ Austin File Room
were reviewed to ensure that emission rates provided in the PSDB were accurate for sources localed at
“Americans Airlines Inc” and “DSI Transport Inc” facilities. Upon reviewing these files, the TCEQ
PSDB inventory was updated as outlined in Attachment 3.

For the Full Impact Analysis, alf permitted sources at the GAF Dallas Plant that emit NO, [except

EPN BLRS (Standby Boiler)} were modeled with their potential-to-emit (PTE) emissions along with the
off-property inventory sources.|2 The permit allowable emission rates for NOy were multiplied by 0.75
to convert to NO, emission rates for air dispersion modeling purposes, per the Ambient Ratio Method. A
table summarizing the modeled source 1D, description, source representation, and associated source
parameters for all modeled emission sources that emit NO, at the GAF Dallas Plant is included in
Attachment 2,

In the Full Impact Analysis, only those receptors with modeled impacts greater than the MSL in the
Significance Analysis are modeled. The form of the new NO, [-hour NAAQS is “the 3-year average of
the 98" percentile of the annual distribution of daily maximum I-hour concentrations”."* In the Full
Impact Analysis, the highest eighth high (H8H) GL.C,,.x was obtained lor each of the five modeled

meteorological years. The average of the H8H GI.C,,,, was then added to the background concentration

PSDB retrieval was oblained via email from Mr. Robert Organ (TCEQ) to Ms, Latha Kambham ( Urinity
Consultants) on May 20, 2010.
I

Per guidance provided by Mr. Dan Schultz (TCEQ) to Ms. Jacquie Hui (Trinity Consultants), via telephone
conversalion on May 20, 2010,
2

IIPN BIL.RS is a standby boiler, authorized to operate 500 hours per year. This boiler will only be operated when the
Thermal Oxidizer and the Waste lleat Boiler units are shut down. Therefore, EPN BLRS5 is not included in the modeling
analysis.
Primary National Ambient Air Quality Standards for Nitrogen Dioxide; FFinal Rule, 'ederal Register, Volume 75,
No. 26, February 9, 2010, pp 6474-6537.
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(discussed in Section 1.4 of this letter) and compared to the NAAQS. If the resulting concentration is
below the NAAQS, the demonstration is complete.

1.4 NO; (1-HOUR) BACKGROUND CONCENTRATION

The impacts of emissions from the on-property and off-property sources are modeled in the air quality
dispersion modeling analysis to demonstrate compliance with the I-hour NO; NAAQS. Modeled
ambient air concentrations only reflect the impacts from industrial emission sources. Therefore, to
completely assess compliance with the NAAQS, “background” concentrations are typically added to the
modeled ground-level concentrations. These background concentrations are representative of emissions
from natural sources, nearby emissions sources other than the emission sources under consideration, and
unidentified emission sources. The detailed methodology used in determining the NO; 1-hour
background concentration was provided to the TCEQ via email on May 26, 2O]O.M However, for
completeness of the submittal, these details are also included in this letter.

The GAF Dallas Plant is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. Currently, there
are three active State and Local Air Monitoring Systems (SLLAMS) monitoring stations for NO, located in
the Dallas Counly.ls A table summarizing the site 1D, address, and approximate distance [rom the GAT
Dallas Plant for each of these three monitors is provided below:

TABLE 3. SLAMS LOCATED IN 1111 DALLAS COUNTY

. Approximate Distance
EPA Site ID Address from GAF Dallas Plant
48-113-0069 1415 Hinton Street, Dallas - 3 miles North
48-113-0075 12532 1/2 Nuestra Drive, Dallas - 10 miles Northeast
48-113-0087 3277 W. Redbird Lane, Dallas - 7 miles South

GAF used the Site 1D 48-113-0069 to obtain the NO, background concentration based on the following;

e EPA Air Quality System (AQS) provides the highest 1* high (H1H), highest 2™ high (H2H), and
annual NO, concentration values for 1998-2008 for the above mentioned monitoring stations.
Site ID 48-113-0069 monitored the highest concentration values for H1I, H2H, and annual
averaging periods for 8 of the 10 years. Furthermore, the trend in recent years (based on 2007
and 2008 year information) indicates higher monitored values for Site 1D 48-113-0069, when
compared with the other two monitoring stations.

¢ This monitor is located at the closest proximity to the GAF Dallas Plant.

Therefore, GAT used this monitor to obtain the NO, background concentration for the NO, 1-hour
NAAQS Analysis.

NO2 1-hour background concentration determination method submitted to Mr. Daniel Jamieson (TCIQ) via email
from Ms. Latha Kambham (Trinity Consultants) on May 26, 2010.
15

Information is obtained from EPA Air Database (URL: hitp://www.epa.gov/oar/data/geosel.tml)
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Per EPA guidance, the background concentration for the NO, (1-hour) NAAQS analysis should be
calculated as the 3-year average of the 8"-highest daily maximum I-hour concentrations over three years
of monitor data.* Currently, the EPA Air database does not process the NO, monitoring value based on
the current form of the standard. Therefore, for determining the background concentration, the hourly
NO, monitored values for EPA Site ID 48-113-0069 were obtained from the EPA AQS database for the
most recent three years (2007—2009).I7 Under this EPA guidance, a day is classified as complete if it has
at least 75% of the hourly concentrations recorded (i.e., at least {8 hours per day). A quarter is classified
as complete if it has at least 75% of the sampling days with complete data (i.e., at least 67 to 69
depending on the quarter). A year is classified as complete if it has four complete quarters. '* The
obtained hourly values for EPA Site ID 48-113-0069 meet the above completeness criteria for all three
years.

The average 98"-percentile daily maximum 1-hour concentration at the EPA monitor (Site ID: 48-113-
0069) over 2007, 2008, and 2009 is 102.19 pg/m’ as shown in Table 3 below. This value was used in the
1-hour NO; NAAQS compliance demonstration for the GAF Dallas Plant.

TABLLE 4. BACKGROUND CONCENTRATION SUMMARY

NO, Daily Maximum 1-hour Concentration (H8H)
Year (ppm) (pg/m’)
2007 J0.056 5o b 10531 16538
2008 10.056  Bgda 10531 \wh ¥b
2009 40051 Spdo 9596  95.44%
Average 0.054 J 102.19

A Microsoft (MS) Excel file [GAF Dallas Plant_NO2 Background Concentration (052510).xlsx}, which
was used to calculate the background concentration al the EPA monitor (Site ID: 48-113-0069) is
included in the electronic submittals. The monitored values are shown in tabs “2007 Monitored Value”,
“2008 Monitored Value”, and “2009 Monitored Value” in the MS Excel file. To calculate the
background concentration, the 8"-highest daily maximum [-hour concentration was obtained [as shown
in tabs “2007-H8H™, “2008-H8H”, and “2009-H8H” in the MS Excel file]. The average 8"-highest daily
maximum 1-hour concentration was calculated, as provided in the “Summary” tab of this MS Excel file.
This value was used as the representative background concentration in the 1-hour NO, NAAQS
compliance demonstration.

16
75 led. Reg. 6474 “Primary National Ambient Air Quality Standards for Nitrogen Dioxide,; Final Rule”( 2010).
17
hitp://www.epagov/in/airs/airsays/detaildata/downloadagsdata, him
8
75 Fed. Reg. at 6532.
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2. MODELING RESULTS

As discussed in Section 1.3 of this letter, the H8H NO, GLC,,, results were obtained at the significant
receptors for all five modeled meteorological years. The average of H8H NO; GL.C,,. was then added to
the background concentration and then compared to the NAAQS. A summary of the NAAQS analysis
resulls in presented in Table 5. As shown in Table 5, the total concentration (sum of average [H8H

GLC, .« and background concentration) is less than the applicable NAAQS. Therefore, the NAAQS
compliance demonstration is complete.
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TABLE 5. NAAQS ANALYSIS RESULTS FOR NO; (1-HOUR)

Total Average of Average Modeled
Maximum Maximum Concentration
Emission Ground Level | Ground Level +
Emission Source UTM Coordinate Concentration | Concentration Background Background Less than
Averaging| Source Group Meteorological East North GLCyux’ Over 5 Years | Concentration > | Concentration NAAQS NAAQS?
Pollutant | Period | Group' Description Year (m) (m) (pg/m®) (pg/m’) (ng/m®) (ng/m) (ng/m”)
1985 700,265 3,628,237 82.66 v
§ with all oth 1987 700,265 3,628,237 85.06 - , )
Scenario 1 “"EPN: er 1988 700265 | 3.628237 7908 © 8315 185.34 Yes
1989 700,265 3,628237 86.17 %S
2 3.628.23 g
vo. | vaos o0 mo0ses | st | a0 0 5
1985 700,265 3,628,237 3091 - i .
. 1987 700,265 3,628,237 8321 N
Scenario 2 | oA “;ﬁ other 1988 700265 | 3.628237 7896 v| 8165 183.84 Yes
1989 700263 3,628,237 8439 Y| . ' v
1990 700265 | 3628237 80.78 /] 4

! EPN BLRS is a standby boiler. authorized to operate 500 hours per vear. This boiler will onlv be operated when the Thermal Oxidizer and the Waste Hear Boiler unurs are shut down. Therefore. EPN BLRS 1s not included in the modeling analysis.
? Total H8H Ma:qmum Ground Level Concentranion (GLCyy,) for the GAF Dallas Plant sour:s and TCEQ inventorv sources obtained from AERMOD (version 09292) for met data vears 1985. 1987. 1988. 1989. and 1990.
* Three years ("007 2009) average of 98™ percentile of the annual dismribunon of dailv 1-hour maxm:um concentranon at the Dallas. Dallas County. at 1415 Hinton Street (site ID- 481130069). .
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3. ELECTRONIC FILES

The electronic data files are provided in Attachment 4 (on a CD), which include the following:

VVYVVYY

All AERMOD input and output files used for the NO, (1-hour) analysis

Meteorological files

BPIPP input and output data files
Background concentration calculation spreadsheets
TCEQ PSDB Retrieval for NO,

The following tables summarize the electronic files included in the CD.

TABLE 6. AERMOD INPUT AND OUTPUT DATA FILE DESCRIPTIONS FOR THE NO; 1-HOUR

MODELING ANALYSIS
Associated File Receptor
Modeling File Name Files Description Grid
) Property Line,
Input Fl.les Tight, Fine,
Significance ' (*.aml? Significance Modeling analysis Medium, and
Analysis NSS85-90.zip Output Files for 1985, 1987, 1988, 1989, and Coarse grids,
(*.aml) 1990 meteorological years including five
Plot Files (*.plt) sensitive receptor
locations
Input Files
(*.ami) Full Impact Analysis for 1985, -
Full Impact | \\$85-90.zip | Output Files 1987, 1988, 1989, and 1990 Significance
Analysis M ) . ) Receptors
(*.aml) meteorological years
Plot Files (*.plt)

TABLE 7. METEOROLOGICAL DATA FILES USED FOR THE AERMOD MODELING ANALYSIS

File Name

Description

DFWS85BM.SFC
DFWS87BM.SFC
DFWS88BM.SFC
DFWS89BM.SFC
DFWS90BM.SFC

Surface meteorological files

DFWS85BM.PFL
DFWS87BM.PFL
DFWS88BM.PFL
DFWS89BM.PFL
DFWS90BM.PFL

Upper air meteorological files
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TABLE 8. DOWNWASH FILES USED FOR THE MODELING ANALYSIS

Input File Name Output File Name

Bpip input file Bpip output file Bpip summary file

TABLE 9. OTHER FILES USED FOR THE AIR QUALITY DISPERSION MODELING ANALYSIS

File Description File Name

GAF Dallas Plant_NO2 Background
Concentration (0526 10).xlsx
TCEQ PSDB Retrieval files “TCEQ PSDB Retrieval” folder

NO2 Background concentration calculations file

If you have any questions regarding this submittal, please feel free to call me at (972) 661-8100 or
Mr. Doug Harris of GAF at (214) 637-8909.

Sincerely,
Trinity Consultants

Chustore Crowdns
Christine M. Otto Chambers
Managing Consultant

Attachments

cc: Mr. Tony Walker, TCEQ Regional Office 4
Mr. Javier Galvan, TCEQ Air Permits Division
Mr. Daniel Menendez, TCEQ Air Dispersion Modeling Team
Mr. David Miller, City of Dallas, Air Pollution Control Program
Mr. Doug Harris, GAF
Mr. Fred Bright, GAF
Mr. David Fuelleman, GAF
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TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Table 1(a) Emission Point Summary

7/1/2010 B

-~ Permit No: ]

7711A

100788959

"Area Name:'

GAF Materials Corporation, Dallas Facility

Customer Reference No.:

602717464

Rev1ew of applications and issuance of penmts will be expedlted by supplying all necessary information requested on this table

» AIR CONTAMINANT DATA _ ‘
— . ‘}.Emls‘smanon’lt\ : S Z.Com ofor . g &An(fontamnmut]imlsmonm
(A)EPN "~ @®)FIN (O NAME ' Containinant Name | T °“"ds(§;@"ﬁ°“r‘ T;;

HTR3 HTR3 NO, 0.05 022
T-1 Laminating Adhesive Bulk Storage|-2 001 091

Tank Heater Vgent e mRE T PMyo 0.01 0.02

CcO 0.04 0.18

VOC 0.01 0.01

HTR4 HTR4 NO, 0.05 0.22
T-2 Laminating Adhesive Bulk Storage |2 001 001

Tank Heater Vger;t Py, 0.01 0.02

CcO 0.04 0.18

VOC 0.01 0.01

HTRS HTRS NO, 0.10 0.43
Asphalt Heater for T-14 and T-15 SO, 0.01 0.01

coating Asphalt Storage and Coating [PM,, 0.01 0.03

Feed Loop CO 0.08 0.36

VvOC 0.01 0.02

BLRS BLRS NO, 3.73 0.50
SO, 0.02 <0.01

Stand-by Boiler Vent PM,, 0.28 0.07

CO 3.13 0.75

VOC 0.20 0.05

TCEQ-10153 [Revised 04/08] Table 1(a)
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. [APDG 5178 v5]

Page 1 of 5
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Table 1(a) Emission Point Summary

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Date 7/1/2010 , : l’ermitNa.:] 7711A ReglﬂatedEnt[tyNa.: 100788959
Area Name: GAT Materials Corporation, Dallas Facility  Customer Reference No.:| 602717464
Review of apphcanons and issuance of permits will be expedlted by supplying all necessary information requested on this table
) AIRCDN'L{M]NANT DATA. L
R LEm:s;mnPgmt 2.Co ofAn- = ;.Ax;s&nt;tnm;Emmm;gge
(A)EPN “(B) FIN (C)NAME - Contaminant Name | =+ °°® (f;;" ar ®
8 TO1 Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust Stack NO, 1.90 8.31
8A 8A SO, 29.35 128.55
Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust thru Waste [PM, 2.62 11.46
Heat Boiler Stack CO 11.34 49.65
vOC 0.09 0.37
WHBLR 1 WHBLR 1 NO, 0.47 2.06
Waste Heat R Boiler N SO. 0.01 0.04
aste Heat Recovery Boiler Narural
Gas Bumner Side PMy 0.11 0.48
CcO 1.24 5.43
vOC 0.08 0.35
CFL CFL Coalescing Filter Mist Elimination PMyo 0.63 2.76
Systems (to control emissions from the
Line 1 and Line 3 Asphalt Coaters) vOC 5.76 25.23
with ESP as backup
Line 1 Stabilizer Storage and Heater -
1-1 1-1 Baghouse Stk PM,, 0.23 1.01
1-3 13 Line 1 Stabilizer Use Bin Baghouse PM,, 0.03 0.13
Stack

TCEQ-10153 [Revised 04/08] Table 1(a)
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and

may be revised periodically. [APDG 5178 v3]

Page 2 of §



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Table 1(a) Emission Point Summary

“Date 7/1/2010 | S PermitNez| 7711A __. Regulated Entity No:| 100788959

Area Name: GAF Materials Corporation, Dallas Facility Customer Reference No.:| 602717464

Review of applications and issuance of permits will be expedited by supplying all necessary information requested on this table

_AIR CONTAMINANT DATA _ R R
i ’ LEmission Point _ L a 5 2’ Component of Air &Aﬁ@mhmmonm
. (A) EPN . ®B)FIN " (C)NAME | Contamina ¢ Naine “’Pounds(i;rﬂour ,. T(g}’
Line 1 Surfacing Section Dust .

14 1-4 Collector No. 1vStack PMy 0.5 2.58
_ Line 1 Surfacing Section Dust -
13 -3 Collector No. 2gStack PMio 0.5 2.8

Line 1 Surfacing Section Dust
-6 1-6 Collector No. SgStack PMio 0.59 238
COOL1 (total 3 stks) | COOLI (iotal 3 stks) . . . PM,, 8.52 37.30

Line 1 Cooling Section

- voC 1.65 7.23
25 25 Sand Application Baghouse PM,, 1.50 6.57
26A 26A Stabilizer Storage Baghouse A PM,, 0.15 0.70
26B 26B Stabilizer Storage Baghouse B PM,, 0.29 1.26
27 27 Stabilizer Heater Baghouse PM,, 0.09 0.40
28 28 NO, 0.59 2.60
SO, 0.004 0.02
Asphalt Heater PM,, 0.04 0.20
Cco 0.50 2.20
vocC 0.03 0.10
FUGI FUGI Plantwide Fugitive Emissions PM, 0.91 3.97
voC 0.43 1.88

TCEQ-10153 [Revised 04/08] Table 1(a)
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. [APDG 5178 v3] Page 3 of 5



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Table 1(a) Emission Point Summary

Date | 712010 | . PermitNo:z| 7711A _ Regulated Entity No:

100788959

Area Name: " GAF Materials Corporation, Dallas Facility Customer Reference No.:

602717464

Review of apphcanons and Issuance of perrm‘rs wﬂl be expedlted by supplymg all necessary information requested on this table

AIRCONTAM]NANTDATA ) ’ L 0

3.A1rContamnantEmmmnRate
(A)EPN | ) SR . {C)NADE . Pounﬂs(g;rﬂuur T(Pl;)Y ‘,
COOL3 (total 3 stks) COOLS3 (total 3 stks) Line 3 Cooling Section 6.74 29.52
2.76 12.09
HTR6 HTR6 0.60 2.58
. . . 5 0.01 0.02
I\}l:;:et 3 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid Heater PM,, 0.05 020
CO 0.49 2.16
vVOC 0.03 0.14

EPN = Emission Point Number
FIN = Facility Identification Number

TCEQ-10153 [Revised 04/08] Table 1(a)
This form is for use by sources subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. [APDG 5178 v5]

Page 4 of 5



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Table 1(a) Emission Point Summary

Date 7/1/2010 |Permit No= | 7711 {Regulated Entity o= 100788959 ;
AreaName: |  GAF Materials Corporation. Dallas Facility *Cm‘ﬁﬂnzkeﬁ-mﬂn: 602717464
Review of applications and issusmce of permuts will be expedited by supplving ail necessary mformation requested on this table
AIR CONTAMINANT DATA S EMISSION POINT DISCHARGE PARAMETERS . - 3
1. Emission Point 4. UTM Coordinates of Emission Poli 5 & Height 7. StackExitDatd _ 8 Fugifives
=s of Exission ol < piging pons T ) - :
: 1 Bast North | Height | R @®Veacity] 'O | (A)Lengh | ®mWat | (O A
(Meters) | (Meters) ‘ (Feet) (Fest) " (Feet) | {ps) € ® F9 Degrees
HTR3 HTRS -1 Laminating Adhesive Bulk 14 700,204 | 3.628.338 22.04 1.00 18.00 200
Storage Tank Heater Vemnt
T-2 Laminaring Adhesive Bulk
& 2 3.628.33 2 2
HTR4 HTR4 Storage Tank H Vent 14 700204 3,628,334 22.04 1.00 18.00 200 .
Asphalt Heater for T-14 and T- (
HTRS HTRS 15 coating Asphalt Storage and 14 700,217 3.628.331 29.68 2.00 30.00 570 L
Coating Feed Loop
BLRS BLRS Stand-bv Boiler Vemt 14 700217 3.628372 31.79 2.04 50.00 1000
8 TO1 Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust Stack 14 700217 3.628.363 36.99 2.03 182.24 1460
Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust thru
2 3 5 5 3 3 583
8A 8A Waste Heat Boiler Stack 14 700218 3.628.365 37 5.94 48.38 583
Waste Hear Recovery Boiler
Y 5 2 fog A - 5 o
WHBLR 1 WHBLR 1 N Gas Burner Side 14 700,218 3.628.366 57 2.00 1475 410
Coalescing Filter Mist
Eliminarion Systems (to control
CFL CFL emissions from the Line [ and 14 700.178 3.628.333 40.77 2.40 32.14 105
Line 3 Asphalt Coarers) with
ESP as backup
Line | Stabilizer Storage and
. R g 5 3.628.3
1-1 1-1 H Baghouse Stk 14 700,151 3,628.387 4.1 0.80 92.00 96
13 1-3 Line 1 Stabilizer Use Bin 14 700,157 | 3.628.355 4396 0.84 92.00 200
Baghouse Stack
1-4 1-4 Line 1 L Section Dust 14 700,121 3.628.341 2353 2.21 123.00 76
Collector No. 1 Stack
< Line 1 Surfacing Section Dust N -
-5 .5 2 2 23 2.2 2
1-5 1 Collector No. 2 Stack 14 700.125 3.628.341 23.53 2.21 92.00 76 .
16 16 Line | Surfacing Section Dust 14 700128 | 3.628.341 23.53 221 123.00 76 (
Collector No. 3 Stack e
COOLI1 (total { COOLI (total 3 R . . . "
4 7 3 3.628,34 27 . .
3 stks) siks) Line 1 Cooling Section 1 00,145 | 3.6 9 64 5.00 32.00 84
25 25 Sand Application Baghouse 14 700.150 3.628.305 61.23 3.90 65.00 100
26A 26A Stabilizer Storage Baghouse A 14 700214 3.628.310 73.35 0.65 59.00 Ambient
26B 26B Stabilizer Storage Baghouse B 14 700.221 3,628.309 73.35 0.65 59.00 Ambient
27 27 Stabilizer Heater Baghouse 14 700,150 3.628.315 37.08 1.32 35.00 200
28 28 Asphalt Heater 14 700.242 3,628,344 68.63 2.00 30.00 700
FUG1 FUG! Plantwide Fugitive Emissions 14 700.160 3.628.400 — — - - 1048.56 800.52 -
COOL3 (total | COOLS3 (total 3 . . . o - <
3 700. 628, 3 X 2. 84
3 stks) stks) Line 3 Cooling Section 14 00.180 3.628.310 73 5.00 32.00
HTRS HTR6 Line 3 Stmbilizer Thermal Fluid |, 700,152 | 3.628.368 39.13 3.00 30.00 700
Heater Vent

EPN = Emission Point Number

FIN = Facility Identificarion Number

TCEQ-10153 [Revised 04/08] Table 1(a)

This form is for use by sources snbject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. [APDG 5178 v5]

Page 5 of 5,
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ATTACHMENT 2. GAF MODELED SOURCE PARAMETERS AND EMISSIONS FOR
THE FULL IMPACT ANALYSIS




[ I

() ) )
GAF Modeled Source Locations and Parameters for the Full Impact Analysis
Source Parameters Emission Rates
Modeled Modeled Modeled UTM Coordinates Modeled Release Modeled Source Modeled Source Modeled Source NOx
Source Source Source East North Height Temperature Velocity Diameter Hourly Annual

EPN ID Type Description (m) (m) (ft) (m) ¥ X) (fps) (m/s) ft) (m) (Ib/hr) (tpy)
28 28 POINT Asphalt Heater 700,242 3,628,344 69 20.92 700 644.26 30 9.14 2.00 0.61 0.59 2.60

8 8 POINT Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust Stack 700,217 3,628.363 37 11.27 1,460 1066.48 182 55.55 2.03 0.62 1.90 8.31

8A 8A POINT Thermal Oxidizer Exhaust thru Waste Heat Boiler 700,218  3.628.365 57 17.37 583 579.26 48 14.75 3.94 1.2 1.90 8.31
WHBLR 1 WHBLR 1 POINT Waste Heat Recovery Boiler Natural Gas Burner 700,218 3,628,366 57 17.37 410 483.15 15 4.49 2.00 0.61 0.47 2.06
HTRI HTR1 POINT Heatec 700,144 3,628,391 17 5.29 469 515.93 21 6.33 2.00 0.61 0.37 1.62
HTR3 HTR3 POINT \T/:ni‘m“a‘mg Adhesive Bulk Storage Tank Heater ) 504 3698338 22 6.72 200 366.48 18 5.49 1.00 0.3 0.05 0.22
HTR4 HTR4 POINT {;}I"amma‘mg Adhesive Bulk Storage Tank Heater 6 50 3678334 22 6.72 200 366.48 18 5.49 1.00 0.3 0.05 0.22
HTR5 HTRS POINT Asphalt Heater for T-14 and T-15 coating Asphalt 700,217 3,628,331 30 9.05 570 572.04 30 9.14 2.00 0.61 0.10 0.43
HTR6 HTR6 POINT Line 3 Stabilizer Thermal Fluid Heater Vent 700,152 3,628,368 39 11.93 700 644.26 30 9.14 3.00 0.91 0.60 2.58
HTR7 HTR7 POINT Asphalt flux heater 700,238 3,628,347 57 17.37 475 519.26 13 4.06 1.50 0.46 0.46 2.00
HTRS8 HTRS POINT Filled coating heat exchanger heater 700,199  3,628.341 57 17.37 475 519.26 13 4.06 1.50 0.46 0.46 2.00

GAF Materials Corporation Trinity Consultants

Dallas Facility
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ATTACHMENT 3. INVENTORY SOURCE UPDATES AND SUPPORTING
DOCUMENTATION

This section outlines the changes made to the TCEQ PSDB Inventory Retrieval for the American Airlines
and DSI Transport facilities as noted within Section 1.3 of this letter.

American Airlines Inc [AA] (TCEQ Account No. TA2566T): Per the TCEQ PSDB, the
American Airlines sources are authorized via Permit No. 22299. However, Permit No. 22299
corresponds to “Sealed Air Corporation”, not “American Airlines Inc.” In addition, the hourly
emission rates for lour (4) emission sources noted under the AA data block in the PSDB are
extremely high. The PSDB files (“psdb NOX S_lathal.txt” and “psdb_NOX L _latha2.txt”)
provided by the TCEQ are provided in the electronic submittals. As can be seen from
“psdb NOX S lathal.tx(”, the hourly emission rates for Source ID Numbers 12310, 12320,
12500, and 12520 are between one and six (1 - 6) tons per hour (tph) of NOx. The annual
emission rates for these sources would only account for a few hours of operation in any single
year. Based on these two items, additional research was conducted on the Sealed Air Corporation
and American Airlines sources as noled below.

o Sealed Air Corporation: Per TCEQ records available on-line and the hard copy files
obtained from the TCEQ’s Austin office, there is only one NO, emission source at Sealed
Air Corporation (i.e. EPN OX-1) authorized via Permit No. 22299 and there are no
registered PBRs. This source is included in the PSDB retrieval under the record for
Sealed Air Corporation (Account No. TA2554D). As such, no change is proposed {or
this source.

o American Airlines: Per TCEQ’s records available on-line, the sources located at this
American Airlines facility are authorized under Permit By Rules (PBRs) only.
Therefore, in addition to the Technical Review documents available on TCEQ’s Remote
Server, hard copy PBR Registration documents were obtained from the TCEQ’s Austin
office. Using these documents, the following was noted:

= The 4 emission sources (Source 1D Numbers: 12310, 12320, 12500, and 12520)
with very high hourly emission rates were not included in the hard copy files
obtained from the TCEQ’s Austin office.

= Based on the summary of site-wide emissions included in the registration
documents for American Airlines, the total hourly emission rates for this facility
are 227.36 Ib/hr, which is nearly equivalent to the total hourly emission rates
from alf of the emission sources listed in the PSDB for American Airlines minus
the 4 significant sources (230.75 1b/hr). Copies of the PBR registration
application documents that include the emission sources and the emissions
summary tables showing site-wide emissions (obtained from the TCEQ’s
Austin’s office) are provided in this attachment. The PSDB files appear
incorrect, because the sources represented by the Source [D Numbers shouid



appear in corresponding TCEQ file documentation such as permit applications
and permits.

Therefore, these 4 emission sources (Source ID Numbers 12310, 12320, 12500,
and 12520) were removed from the inventory sources for American Airlines and
all other sources included in the PSDB for this site were modeled with no
additional changes.

DSI Transport Inc (TCEQ Account No. DB3234W, Permit No. 24954): Per the TCEQ

Central Registry, Permit No. 24954 is cancelled. In addition, per the permitting history for this
facility, this facility is no longer in operation (Project No. 108618). Therefore, Source 1D
numbers 6890 and 6900 were deleted from the inventory sources. The Central Registry Query
and the summary of Project No. 108618 are provided in this attachment.
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Emissions Summary Documents for American Airlines Inc.
(TCEQ Account No. TA2566T)
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INCINERATORS

Emissions for each of the AA Terminal Operations Faciity incinerators were quantified usmg
emission faclors from AP-42. Sth Ediion. Supplement E. Section 2.1-12. The emission rate
calculations were aiso based on the amount of waste burned per day [a2ssumed 100 ibs]. and
an operating schedute of 365 days per year Short term and annual emission calcudations are
presented in Appendix V.A T - Table 5 The emissions presented in the tabie represent
emissions from one incinerator

SPACE HEATERS AND PRESSURE WASHERS

Emissions for each of the natural gas-fired heaters (ie. ceiling heating units and the two
pressure washer heaters) at both AA faciifies were quantified using emission factors from AP-
42, 5th Edition. Supplement £. Section 1 4 The emission rate calculations were also based on
unit finng rates [MMbturhr}. an assumed natural gas fuel heating value of 1,020 btw/sct, and an
operafing sch<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>